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THE MEANING OF 
‘GLOBALISATION’ 


Asians work for peanuts while 
~ Britons go on the dole 


SEE ARTICLE ON PAGE 6 


WHAT 


WE 
| THINK 


Degrees of treason 


Recent exposures of left-wingers in Britain 
who passed on information to the Soviet Union 
and its satellites have led to a whole spate of 
newspaper articles and TV programmes on the 
subject of treason and what constitutes it — 
with focus again on the activities of notorious 
comsymps like Burgess, McLean, Philby, 
Blunt, Blake, Cairncross and numerous others. 
What made these people tick? Just how con- 
temptible was their behaviour? Should we try 
to see their actions through their own eyes 
rather than in accordance with conventional 
criteria of patriotism, loyalty and duty? 

It is of course true that these things — and 
their opposites — can be subject very much to 
personal interpretation. In the climate of post- 
war Britain, ‘loyalty’, for instance, came to 
mean allegiance, not just to the nation itself, 
but to the wider concepts of the ‘Atlantic 
Alliance’, the ‘Free World’, ‘Democracy’ and 
whatever other collectivity or abstraction to 
which it was assumed, often quite unthink- 
ingly, British interests must be aligned. From 


such assumptions grew the converse view: that 


NN. Ota a Pes Comment 


any action which helped Soviet Russia, 
whether in in large or small ways, constituted 
treachery and stood, axiomatically, to be 
condemned. 

But perhaps it was this very vague and 
somewhat ideological picture of where duty 
stood, and where consequently treason stood in 
relation to it, that led a number of highly 
intelligent people to become confused over 
their loyalities and to commit actions that 
earned them the condemnation of the vast 
majority of their fellow Britons. Were 
patriotism and loyalty to have remained simple 
concepts — a matter of allegiance to the 
nation-state of which one was part — such 
confusion might have been avoided, or at least 
greatly reduced; and such acts earning the 
epithet of treason might have been reduced 
correspondingly. But because ‘patriotism’ in 
the second half of the 20th century came to 
mean something vastly more complex, 
requiring as it did allegiance to entities 
extending far beyond the nation-state, and to 
ideas and institutions manifestly full of flaws, 
the automatic authority it should enjoy became 
diluted, and men and women — particularly 
the more intelligent — underwent struggles of 
conscience which in times of clear thinking 
would most probably never have arisen. 

As just one instance of the moral dilemma, 
many, faced with a choice of allegiance 
between the liberal-capitalist West and its 
supposed communist adversary, undoubtedly 
decided that the former, in all its decadence 
and corruption, could make no automatic claim 
on them. When it came to the latter, on the 
other hand, the strictly superficial perception 
of the Soviet World which was the only one 
allowed in so-called ‘democratic’ circles — a 
perception which strictly excluded any under- 
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standing of the true origins of communism, let 
alone a discussion of the identity of its 
architects — could easily seduce the idealist by 
the simple formula of the grass always being 
greener on the other side of the hill! 

It must also always be remembered that the 
people succumbing to this seduction grew up 
and were educated in an environment which 
taught them to reject all the old certainties on 
which patriotism was based. The major univer- 
sities in the Thirties and thereafter preached 
the ‘out-of-dateness’ of national loyalty, pride, 


sovereignty and. identity — even that those 


things were positively ‘evil’. Remember that 
the obsession of the intelligentsia of those 
times was, first, ‘stopping fascism’ and later, 
when that objective had been achieved, making 
sure that it never rose again. With ‘fascism’ 
becoming the label slapped on every ex- 
pression of healthy national feeling, what 
country was there left to which progressively 
minded young ladies and gentlemen could be 
loyal? And what betrayal of country could 
there be which might act as a barrier to 
ideological indulgence by these mostly spoilt 
brats of the bourgeois classes? 

Finally, when all is said and done, can we 
assert without fear of contradiction that 
favours, many of them quite small, done to the 
Soviets constituted worse crimes against 
Britain than policies carried out at the level of 
government, in perfect legality, which have 
opened our borders to massive Third World 
immigration and ensnared our nation in the 
tentacles of European Union? Has the passing 
of secrets to the Kremlin done more damage 
than the gutting of British manufacturing 
industry and the selling out of what’s left of it 
to foreign capital? Were, and are, the 
Burgesses, McLeans and Philbys greater prac- 
titioners of national treachery than the men and 
women whom we have elevated and honoured 
for their part in these developments? 

And considering the world role of the 
United States over. the past half-century, a 
world role which has at many points been anti- 
pathetic to British interests, can we say that 
those Britons who have served the Soviets 
have betrayed their country to any greater 
degree than those politicians who have jumped 
obediently through the hoops held by whoever 
might be the current occupant of the White 
House. 

This is not to cast any halos round the heads 
of our squalid and rather pathetic Soviet 
agents; it is only to get their misdeeds in 
accurate perspective. 


_ East Timor: now globalists go 


well and truly into orbit 


Up to about a month ago, scarcely anyone 
in Britain had ever heard of East Timor, a tiny 
place at the far south eastern tail-end of the 
group of islands known as Indonesia. Perhaps 
even fewer would have imagined that what 
was going on there justified the intervention of 
British armed forces, already impossibly 
stretched by existing commitments, of which 


the lunatic occupation of Kosovo was just the 
most recent. But no, our ‘global’ obligations 
— the ‘ethical foreign policy’ which commits 
us to poke our noses into whatever conflict in 
which it might be the whim of the ‘inter- 
national community’ (meaning the New World 
Order) to involve us — dictates that we march 
off to the other side of the world in yet another 
pointless and wasteful adventure. 

What is actually at stake in East Timor? It’s 
the old story. A rebel group, dissatisfied with 
living under the sovereignty of the country of 
which it is part, wants to break away. In this 
case the country is Indonesia, but it might just 
as well be Serbia, Iraq or Bongo Bongo Land 
(as the Late Alan Clark might have said). 
Somehow, according to New Labour, it’s 
always got to be Britain’s business — well, 
actually, not quite always. For some reason, 
the Palestinians under Israeli domination seem 
to be a different case. But let’s not digress... 

The big problem seems to be that the Indo- 
nesians, like the Serbs but not like today’s 
British, are not taking kindly to the idea of any 
part of their country being taken away from 
them. They happen to hold to the very old- 
fashioned notion that when a rebel separatist 
movement threatens their country with dis- 
memberment the appropriate action is to use 
armed force to stop this happening. It is in fact 
what nations who have not gone out of their 
minds generally do. 

It is alleged by the British press that Indo- 
nesian troops, in putting down the revolt, have 
committed brutalities. Well, the press always 
says that, doesn’t it? (except of course when 
the troops are Israelis). In all probability, the 
brutalities, like those in Kosovo, have not been 
all one way. But for reasons not yet known to 
us peasants back in Britain who aren’t privy to 
the conferences of the great and the good of 
the said ‘international community’, it is the 
brutalities committed against the East Timor 
rebels, and not those committed by them, that 
we must all get hot under the collar about. 

So far, the British commitment of forces to 
East Timor has been, in the words of our 
‘ethical’ Foreign Secretary, ‘‘a token one.”’ 
That doesn’t mean that it won’t escalate — 
though just where the troops would come from 
in that event has not yet been explained, nor 
indeed probably even thought of. 

The important thing is that British politicians 
can continue to ‘‘feel good,’’ to look the 
‘international community’ in the eye and 
proudly assert that Britain is doing her bit for 
freedom and democracy, wherever they may 
be under threat. 

Yes, even in East Timor! 


A unfortunate skeleton 
in the cupboard 


Michael Portillo has always represented, to 
us, everything that is most repulsive and 
loathsome in the Tory Party politician. The 
quintessence of the grasping political careerist, 
the younger Michael thought it clever and 
upwardly-destined to pose as a right-wing 


PORTILLO 
Now the nation knows why he was 


pleading for ‘gay rights’ at the Tory Con-_ 


ference 


‘hard-liner’. Hence his stomach-churning 
exhibition on the 1995 party conference 
platform when, figuratively, he donned the 
combat jacket of the SAS, cast himself in that 
tradition, and flayed all the wet, liberal and 
politically correct icons. Such was the manifest 
phoniness of the whole act that even most of 
his fellow rightists in the party wondered 
where to hide their faces. 

But Michael got a rude shock when in 1997 
the voters turned him out at Enfield Southgate. 
In the almost unendurable seclusion of life 
outside the political limelight, he had time to 
think about his future. And here, it seemed, a 
little goblin visited him and told him he must 
reinvent himself. 

What followed was Michael ditched his 
image as a man of the hard right and came out 
as a touchy-feely liberal. At the 1997 Tory 
Confer-ence he gave an indication of the vision 
he had seen on his own road to Damascus, 
placing particular emphasis on the need for a 
revision in attitudes to ‘gay rights’, saying:- 

“‘T believe the Conservative Party, in its quiet 

way, is as capable as any other of compre- 

hending the diversity of human nature. 

‘‘For a younger generation in particular, old 

taboos have given way to less judgemental 

attitudes to the span of human relationships. 

There remain many people to whom the new 

norms seem all wrong. Still, the party never 

rejects the world that is. Tolerance is part of 
the Tory tradition.” 


At the time, Portillo-watchers assumed that 
all that had happened was that Michael’s 
nostrils had scented the availability of a new 


bandwaggon that was more rewarding to jump 
onto than the old one on which he had been 


Tm OF-La.-Ss 


news 


travelling before. However, as things turned 
out there was rather more to it than that. 

Last month, the cat came out of the bag. A 
former student friend from Méichael’s 
Cambridge days appeared on the scene and 
was about to disclose that he and Michael had 
had an ‘intimate’ relationship for a number of 
years. Michael, knowing what was about to hit 
the fan, pre-empted the disclosure and ‘outed’ 
himself. Yes, he said to the media, he had had 
a homosexual affair with the said friend, but 
all that was now far back in the past. 

But can such things ever be ‘‘far back in the 


past’’? Well, one person who apparently thinks. 


so is right-wing journalist Peter Hitchens. In a 
Spectator article generally deprecating Portillo, 
Hitchens described his ‘gay’ fling at Cam- 
bridge as a ‘non-issue’. He continued:- 


“TI think homosexual acts are wrong. 
However, having done many seriously wrong 
things myself and fearing that I will do many 
more this side of the grave, I cannot believe 
that this is a political issue or even my 
business. I think it is absurd and stupid to 
define people by what they do with their 
sexual organs... It is also a long time ago. I 
am only worried that... the Kensington and 
Chelsea Tories (where Portillo is bidding for 
adoption. Ed.) will be bullied into endorsing 
Mr. Portillo for fear of being labelled 
‘homophobic’ if they don’t. It would be quite 
disastrous for British politics if these distant 
pecadillos came to dominate the selection 
process.” 


Mr. Hitchens, with whose writings we tend 
to find ourselves increasingly in agreement, 
just does not seem to have got the point. He 
speaks of homosexuality in the days of a 
person’s youth as nothing worse than an exper- 
imental sniff of cocaine or a prosecution for 
drunk driving — a bit of stupidity that one 
grows out of but no more than that. If only it 
were so simple! 

Speaking for ourselves, we regard anyone, 
of whatever age, who could for two seconds 
feel a physical attraction to someone of the 
same sex, let alone give vent to that attraction 
in a sexual act, as perverted — that is, not 
normal and not, in the fullest sense of the 
word, healthy. This is not to say that such a 
condition is the fault of the person afflicted 
with it, but only that such a person is not 
suited to hold any kind of public office nor 


wield any kind of authority or power over. 


other human beings. This was the wisdom of 
our ancestors, and there were thoroughly 
sound reasons for it. Those on what Mr. 
Hitchens, in another part of his Portillo article, 
calls ‘‘the Serious Right’’ ought to understand 
this ancestral wisdom and embrace it. There 
are many reasons why the Kensington and 
Chelsea Tories should not adopt Michael 
Portillo as their candidate in the coming by- 
election there, but if none of these other 
reasons existed the mere fact of his homo- 
sexuality, whether past or present (and the 
distinction has not been explained), should rule 
him out once and for all. Yes, this is homo- 
phobic. It is also common sense. 


Page 3 


It’s all over. The British 
National Party leadership contest 
that has dominated the party’s 
affairs for the past few weeks 
has been decided, and a new 
leader has been elected. This is 
the members’ will, and I must — 
accept it. Some people have said 
that this contest would provide a 
good demonstration of demo- 
cracy in the party. Well, 
democracy has now prevailed. 

After leading the BNP for the 
past 17% years, I am now 
stepping down. 

The contest fought was a 
bitter one, as a number of us 
knew it would be when the 
leadership challenge was 
announced last February. I 
expressed myself strongly in 
giving my reasons why there 
should not be a leadership 
change, and this earned me the 
condemnation of some people in 
the party. I have nothing to 
withdraw from what I said; nor 


have I anything to add to it. I 
have made my case, and the 
members in a majority have 
rejected it. That is the end of the 
matter as far as I am concerned. 


MY PLANS 

What will my position now 
be? I repeat what I have already 
said in answer to this question - 
before. I shall remain in the 
party as an ordinary member. I 
shall occupy no office nor under- 
take any responsibilities. Those 
calling for a leadership change 
believe that they can run the 
BNP better than I can. They 
should be given the chance to 
prove it without my interference. 

It is not exactly a secret that 
my relations with my successor, 
Nick Griffin, are not good. If I 
_were to endeavour to work with 
him in the new circumstances, I 
am afraid that mutual acrimony 
would be the only likely result, 


TIME TO GET 
BACK TO WORK 


Final comment on the BNP 
leadership issue 
by 
JOHN TYNDALL 


and this would be of no benefit 
whatever to the BNP. It is best 
that, while remaining in the 
same party, we place some oper- 
ational distance between each 
other so as to mimimise friction. 

I will henceforth devote my 
time to writing and publishing 
activities, mainly the continued 
publication of Spearhead. Spear- 
head will, as before, support the 
BNP — the cause of which is 
more important than either Nick 
Griffin or John Tyndall. 

Aside from concentrating on 
writing and publishing, I shall 
be available to speak at BNP 
meetings around the country if 
asked. I should, however, make 
it clear that I do not intend to 
say any more from the speaking 
platform about the BNP leader- 
ship issue. I have expressed 
myself very frankly on this at 
some recent meetings, but there 
would be no purpose in raking 
over it further. The members 
have delivered their verdict, and 
there the matter now rests. 


STICK WITH THE B.N.P. 
At the end of this contest, I 
must express my gratitude to my 

supporters. Their loyalty and 
faith in me has been a constant 
source of strength in these very 
trying times. A number of them 
have asked me what should be 
the right course if the result 
should go against me. I have 
already stated what I intend to 
do. From this it will be gleaned 


that I have no plans to launch 
any ‘new party’. The nationalist 


cause in Britain has seen enough 
of splits, which rarely achieve 
anything. The BNP remains the 
best hope for Britain’s future; 
there is no other. 

Some of my supporters have 
said that if I lose they will 
terminate their party member- 
ship. I urge them not to do so. 
Nothing will be achieved by such 
actions. They would be 
essentially emotional responses. 
When our people’s future is at 
stake, we cannot allow ourselves 
the indulgence of decisions made 
on a basis of emotion. The 
politics of the real world — as 
distinct from the fantasy politics 
of liberalism — demand that at 
all times we keep cool heads and 
do what is practical. 

Will the party continue to 
progress? This will be the test of 
the new leadership, and its per- 
formance will be judged on that 
basis. If there is not progress, it 
will do no good to blame others 
(as has been a tendency in the 
past). My successor will have to 
learn, as I have had to learn in 
the past, that the leader’s desk is 
where the ‘buck’ stops. 


NEED FOR HEALING 

This contest has been a very 
divisive one, damaging friend- 
ships and even — in one case 
known to me — splitting fam- 
ilies. Now that the blows have 
been exchanged, it is a time for 
healing. I will do my bit towards 
this healing process, and I ask 
my supporters to do the same. 
At the end of the day, the 
question of whether our mem- 
bers have taken the right 
decision will be determined by 
results; nothing useful will be 
achieved by continuing argu- 
ment in the meantime. We have 
all got to pull together in the 
greater cause of Race and 
Nation. Let’s do it! 


‘NEW LABOUR’ EQUALS NEW 
SUBSERVIENCE AND DEGRADATION 


IAN BUCKLEY comments on current ole and global trends 


IT IS A TRUISM that most British people 
are incapable of taking any passionate 
interest in politics. One exception to this 
general rule is a road-sweeper of my 
acquaintance, who tells everyone willing to 
listen that Britain is going to the dogs, and 
that Thatcher and Blair should be shot. 
This is perhaps an extreme reaction, but 
public patience with the practitioners of 
the Con-Lab disaster double act does 
seem, thankfully, to be starting to wear 
thin. 

As real political power declines in the face 
of the ascendancy of multi-national business, 
tiny figures strut the stage of Little Britain 
Plc, a wholly owned subsidiary of Wash- 
ington Global Domination Inc. Thus Mr. 
George Robertson, a man with all the 
statesmenlike qualities of a Glasgow pub 
bore, is ennobled and promoted to Secretary 
General of NATO for his dog-like devotion 
to the warmongers of Washington. The 
labourer is worthy of his hire. 

Even the ‘inward investment’ hailed by the 
politicians is a chimera, the consequence of 
years, not of economic success, but of 
economic failure. Such employment as is 
generated amounts largely to no more than 
low-paid serf labour, carried out by assembly 
lines of harassed females, chained up by 
anti-static straps to their benches in the 
Korean- or Japanese-owned electronics 
factories. 

The evisceration of manufacturing industry 
continues, with hundreds of jobs vanishing 
every week in engineering and chemicals, 
but the official media continue to hoot with 
delight when, as compensation, some utterly 
ludicrous ‘jobs’ are created, such as a 
hundred posts at a new chain of all-day 
night-clubs (surely a contradiction in terms). 
Meanwhile, miners at one of the last four 
pits in Nottinghamshire receive their 
marching orders, presumably now wishing 
they’d never listened to David Hart, the 
eminence grise behind Thatcher’s Morgen- 
thau Plan for British coal. The ‘fall’ in the 
unemployment figures — which are disbel- 
ieved by 94 per cent of the public anyhow — 
reflects the fact that low-paid, part-time 
female employment has increased, while 
male unemployment continues to rise. 


BIG MONEY RULES 


Parliament does not rule; the international 
money power rules. But has this not been so 
for a long time? Perhaps, but only the 
perceptive few could understand way back. 
Now that the hour is late, the masks are 
beginning to be removed. Articles about the 
displacement of elected politicians by the 
over-mighty financial markets are a recent: 


CHANCELLOR BROWN 
Errand boy for financial establishment 


commonplace of the Sunday supplements. 

For example, commentator Ed Vulliamy 
revealingly stated that: ‘‘(Alan) Greenspan’s 
title, chairman of the Federal Reserve, has 
the charisma of a traffic jam. It conceals the 
reality that he is the most powerful man in 
the world. He is the master of ceremonies 
for the American — and, in effect, the global 
— economy, host at the Cabaret of Capit- 
alism.’’ Greenspan, of the privately owned 
Fed., was never elected by any voters and 
cannot be dismissed by any voters. Doesn’t 
that cut our Westminster parish councillors 
down to size? 

Especially when Gordon Brown runs like 
an errand boy to the boardrooms of the 
financial establishment in Washington before 
later (coincidentally?) announcing more 
banker-driven cutbacks. The defining motif 
of our parish-pump politicians like Blair, 


Brown and their gang of glib-tongued, men- 


hating ‘babes’ is a few soundbites and no 
independent action while the Greenspans of 
this world run everything from not so far 
behind the scenes. Blair’s motto should come 
out of Alice in Wonderland: ‘‘I can do 
nothing for you now, and I can do nothing 
for you in the future.’’ Even legislation to 
reduce the working week to a maximum of 
48 hours has come to nothing — employees 
being so terrified of losing their jobs that 
they ‘volunteer’ to work far more hours. 
Similarly, now that New Labour has closed 
down the government-owned Remploy 
factories, 1,000 of the physically disabled 
must fend for themselves in the harsh world 
of the global market. These workers include 
many ex-servicemen, who may now receive 
the reward a grateful British Government 
often gives to its military veterans. Card- 
board box and tin cup of cha, anyone? 

According to the UN Conference on Trade 
& Development, ‘‘Globalisation is not 


delivering widespread economic growth. The 
rich have gained everywhere and not just in 
comparison to the poorest sections of society. 
The ‘hollowing out’ of the middle classes has 
become a prominent feature of many devel- 
oping and developed countries. Increasing 
job and income insecurity has become the 
order of the day.”’ 


ENTRY ON A BALANCE SHEET 


The European nations are stigmatised in 
the economists’ jargon as ‘high cost, low 
return’. When one reaches the rarified 
summits of high finance, the happiness, or 
even the continued existence of whole 
peoples is a matter of indifference — no 
more than an entry on a balance sheet. 
Without accepting the whole baggage of the 
conspiracy theorists, it is obvious that heter- 
ogeneous societies, growing social break- 
down and economic decay all aid in sub- 
suming our historic European nations in the 
New World Order. 

Of course, Blair & Co. do not give a 
damn about the immense cultural and 
scientific achievements of the European 
nations — all now, sadly, mostly in the past. 
The ‘Europe’ of the system puppets is just a 
dry run for the NWO, an opportunity for a 
few mega-wealthy shysters to make even 
greater profits. The policies of globalisation 
which are now pushed by the so-called 
Labour Party, as once they were pushed by 
the so-called Conservative Party, have now 
been dominant for over 20 years. As is the 
technique of skilled poisoners, the procedure 
was carried out by stealth and in gradual 
stages. First came the abandonment of 
exchange controls, restriction of the money 
supply and maintenance of high interest 
rates. Then came the deregulation of the 
financial markets and ‘privatisation’. 

‘Privatisation’, an ugly un-English 
expression apparently invented by Nigel 
Lawson, involved massive labour cuts in 
public utilities in order to make them more 
saleable to private companies and overseas 
interests. As a direct consequence, our 
electricity industry is now largely in the 
hands of Americans, just as our water 
industry is mainly controlled by the French. 
If we are to stand a chance as a nation, then 
all these destructive trends must be reversed. 
It is an immense task, but one which must be 
faced, as the alternative is not just further 
economic decay but also national extinction. 
The wealthy multi-nationals, investors and 
speculators who have done so well out of 
globalisation may seem to have the upper 
hand, but in the final analysis, while they are 
few, we are many. Therein lies our chance 
of victory. 
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TWO DIFFERENT WORLDS 


The following article was originally published 
in the April 1992 issue of British Nationalist 
newspaper, just prior to the general election of 
that year. We are reprinting it here following 
a reader’s letter of praise for the article. 


A POINT which our party will be stressing 
regularly in the 1992 general election is that 
of the depressing ‘sameness’ of the West- 
minster parties. 

And there is justification enough for this: 
over a wide area of national issues — immig- 
ration, the economy, Europe, law and order, 
capital punishment, overseas aid and foreign 
affairs, just to mention a few — the differences 
between these parties are, at the most, 
minimal. Their arguments range simply over 
ways and mans to implement programmes 
stemming from goals that in almost all respects 
are basically the same. 

But there is a further sense in which these 
parties might be lumped together — and here 
is where their outlook differs fundamentally 
from ours: their entire appeal to the British 
public, such as it is, is crudely materialistic. It 
is pitched solely at the basest instincts of 
individual selfishness and greed; it panders 
only to each voter’s desire to achieve the best 
possible benefits in the way of money, living 
standards and the satisfaction of personal 
ambition. Toryism, Labourite Socialism and 
‘Liberal Democracy’ simply constitute minor 
variations of method in pursuit of these over- 
riding priorities. 

As election time draws near, the political 
parties of the old order all engage public 
relations experts who are paid to sniff about 
among the masses of voters to ascertain what 
the latter most want. Party election pro- 
grammes are then cobbled together in which 
each party strives to outdo the others in a 
game of popular bribery. The recent Tory 
budget was a perfect example of this practice 
— something for everybody, the extent of the 
bribes tempered only by the limits of available 
money and the need not to spend so much 
courting one section of the electorate that not 
enough is available to court the next. Labour 
spokesmen have rightly condemned this budget 
as a mere spree of vote-catching, but of course 
were Labour the party of government it would 
have done exactly the same. 


No principles, no ideals 

And what of Mr. and Mrs. Average Voter 
themselves? Question them on how they make 
their choices at election time and they will 
confirm that they will give their support to 
whatever party seems to offer them the most 
for themselves. Of course, this only demon- 
strates that the bankruptcy of principles and 
ideals with which politics in Britain have been 
corrupted has in large part infected the nation 
as a whole. Each individual is scrambling for 
what they can get, with little if any regard for 
the overall national good. Are the British 
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JOHN TYNDALL 
examines the vast 
gulf between the 
BNP and the polit- 

icians and parties of 
the old order, who 
know nothing of 

powerful ideals and 
offer only bread and 
circuses 


people as a whole to blame for this? Hardly 
so. Politics having set the tone of national 
debate, with the mass media making their own 
large contribution to the process, it is the 
instinct of the man in the street to determine 
his priorities in acordance with the prevailing 
norms. And this in turn further corrupts the 
political climate, as even the better intentioned 
of politicians feels bound to toady to this spirit 
of individual self-centredness and materialistic 
values if he is to stand a chance of winning or 
staying in office. 

Theodore Dalrymple, writing in The 
Spectator on the 21st September last year, 
spoke of the British being ‘‘spritually, 
culturally and emotionally the most impov- 
erished people in the world, compared with 
whom the slum-dwellers of Mexico City or the 
tribesmen of the Congo lead fulfilling lives.”’ 
To some it might seem stretching a point to 
link this description with the city landscape of 
contemporary London, the uglinss of which 
has now become such a matter of national 
shame that a panel of architects has been 
appointed to examine the feasibility of 
demolishing a large part of it. The two, 
however, are not unconnected. They form 


parts of a whole, along with the appalling . 


noise masquerading as ‘music’ that screams 
out at us in a multitude of public places as well 
as dominating our radio and TV channels. 
Last month the Home Office released 
figures showing that crime rose by 16 per cent 
during 1991. Far from acknowledging this as 
a national disgrace, the Government actually 
hinted that it was something worth congrat- 


-_ulating ourselves about, as the increase during 


the previous year had been a staggering 19 per 
cent! This is a measure of the spirit of resig- 
nation in which the collapse of our society is 
now viewed: a massive growth of lawbreaking 
year by year is taken for granted, and when 
one year the growth slows down slightly we 
are supposed to be thankful for such small 
mercies! 

It is so typical of the atmosphere in which 
current public discussion is conducted that this 
rocketing breakdown of law and order should 
be seen primarily as a phenomenon arising out 
of material deprivation rather than one 
symptomatic of moral degeneracy. If we throw 
yet more money at the inner cities, so the 
reasoning goes, the inhabitants of those 
concrete jungles will appreciate the gesture 
with such gratitude that they will transform 
themselves into model citizens, thenceforward 
respecting society’s rules and conventions with 
a new-found ardour. Could any supposition be 
more pathetic in its misunderstanding of the 
true causes of our national malaise? 

Spiralling crime, like ugliness of sight or 
sound, forms part of a pattern of spiritual 
poverty in our lives of which the symptoms 
are more than a thousandfold, including as 
these do the abysmal level to which politics in 
this country have now descended. It should be 
no matter of surprise to us, given this general 
condition, that an election is conducted by 
appeals to the most mercenary sentiments 
among the people; it could not be otherwise as 
we approach the end of a century more starved 
of nobility in human aspirations than any yet 
recorded. 


Our challenge 


It is against this world of debased values 
that we hurl our challenge. The challenge is 
far more than merely a political one; it 
embraces every single aspect of living, every 
sphere of human thought and action. It is 
religious and philosophical as much as it is 
concemed with the policies and procedures of 
government. If its aims are to be summed up 
in one single word, that word is renewal: 
renewal of politics, renewal of economic life, 
renewal of society, renewal of our culture, 
renewal of the moral order, renewal of our 
people. 

I have mentioned the religious dimension, 
but this is not to say that our movement ties 
itself to any particular denomination or church. 
In our Election Manifesto we have said:- 


‘‘We are pledged to wage war against all those 
influences that are making for the disintegration 


of our society. This is a war in which tradit- 
ionally minded Christians have a role, but it is 
not one that should concern Christians alone; 
we believe that the issues involved in com- 
bating the collapse of Britain’s social and moral 
fabric are ones which transcend questions of 
religion. Both the religious and the non- 
religious should be capable of understanding the 
ethical and social conventions which over the 
centuries have served to shape a cohesive 
society in this country, and should be able to 
reach common ground in seeking to restore 
them.”’ 


The religious dimension to our struggle 
comes from the fact that we are, above all, 
dedicated to a set of mighty ideals that stem, in 
the last analysis, from the forces of the human 
spirit — to be specific, the spirit of our 
ancestors who built this country to its former 
greatness and glory and spread the domain of 
the British race to the furthest corners of the 
globe. We regard our inheritance from these 
former generations as one which far transcends 
the realm of the merely material; it is to us a 
holy grail of familial trust, which imposes 
upon us the duty to guard it, nurture it and 
pass it on to those coming after us. Our 
commitment to our task is first and foremost a 
moral one; and only secondarily, and in con- 
sequence of that, is it political. Politics are to 
us merely the vehicle by which we can obtain 
the power needed to carry out a revolutionary 
process of regeneration of our people. For this 
reason we believe we are justified in claiming 
for our cause the character of a religious 
mission. It is a religious mission in which we 
seek no quarrel with the established religions; 
on the contrary, we are only too ready to work 
in alliance with those belonging to the estab- 
lished religions who seek the same goals of 
renewal as we do — and of these there are 
many, today perhaps alienated from their 
churches by the apostasy of the contemporary 
priesthood but still loyal to their traditional 
beliefs. 


Their world and ours 


From all this it should be abundantly clear 
that between ourselves and the parties of the 


establishment there is a gulf of such magnitude 


that it might be said to separate two different 
worlds. 

In their world there is the acceptance of a 
decayed and dying civilisation, of a society 
gone rotten at the core; and the political art 
consists of ways and means to negotiate a 
course through the wreckage. All the evils of 
our contemporary culture — the disintegration 
of the family, rising illegitimacy, drug-taking, 
urban blight, rocketing crime, uglification, 
homosexuality, feminism, the aging of the 
population — these are accepted as part of the 
social landscape about which politicians can do 
nothing and which are not anyway their 
business. Government becomes a process of 
offering people the lifebelts they need to keep 
afloat in a sea of ever-darkening filth over 
which prime ministers, cabinets and parlia- 
ments have long abandoned control. 

Our challenge is a challenge to the basic 
supposition that these evils cannot be erad- 
icated. It is a challenge to the powerlessness of 


government to change and to renew. It is a 
challenge to the assumption that nothing can be 
done. 

Millions of words have been written by 
journalists and spoken by politicians about the 
large numbers of young people in Britain today 
who have no respect for authority and who 
believe in nothing. 


Our Parliament. It will be entitled to ‘authority’ when once again its occupants 


Above all, we offer the ideal of a reborn 
people: of a new race of Britons, sturdy of 
limb, keen of eye and imbued with the finest 
qualities of manhood and womanhood, a race 
that might once more perform the deeds that 
led its forebears across the oceans to the 
mighty achievement of empire — a reincarn- 
ation of the breed that manned the thin red line 


properly serve the British people. 


But what is this but a massive indictment of 
the leaders of the established political parties, 
most of all those who have presided over 
government, who have failed to create any 
authority worthy of respect or to offer our 
young folk any strong ideals worth living for? 

And with a nation bankrupt of ideals, what 
can politicians offer at election times other 
than mere appeals to a craving for creature 
comforts and a preoccupation with strictly 
personal goals? 


What we offer 


This is where our world is in fundamental 
conflict with theirs. Certainly, we do not reject 
people’s quest for material improvement; quite 
the contrary, we offer a programme for 
economic reconstruction which will provide 
the opportunity for better living standards than 
have ever before been achieved in these 
islands. 

But we offer much more than merely that. 
We offer the recovery of national pride and 
national honour. We offer a concept of 
patriotism that will raise that word from the 
present low esteem in which it is held to 
something once again commanding the favour 
of all. 

We offer the vision of a society once again 
dedicated, as were the finest societies across 
the ages, to nobility and beauty. We hold up 
the vision of a land ringing with great music, 
illuminated by great art, inspired by great 
drama and uplifted by great literature. We 
appeal to the people to help us create 
magnificent cities and clean and picturesque 
towns that might earn the admiration of 
mankind. 


at Waterloo and inspired the finest lines of 
Kipling. 

Of course, to the half-witted and the 
decadent such talk of race will evoke the 
spectre of ‘hatred’, to be followed an instant 
later by moronic whines about ‘fascism’. But 
there is no hatred in this dream, only a long 
suppressed yearning for a revival of the 
ancestral type; such negative sentiments of 
hatefulness we leave to those who across the 
ages have eyed the breed with envy, and today 
coalesce in organised malignancy to prevent its 
resurrection. 

But here again is where our worlds collide. 
They design their social utopias on foundations 
where the human .content is of little account, 
and then they wring their hands in perplexity 
when the final product fails to match up to the 
lavish expectations of the blueprint. We 
recognise that the first requirement for a better 
society is better people, and we are pledged to 
create the conditions both of nature and 
nurture whereby this may be pursued success- 
fully. 


Meaning of authority 


Then what of authority? Once more, their 
world and our world are at polar opposites. 
When they speak of ‘authority’ they are 
thinking only of statutes — of dead pieces of 
paper imprinted with the acts of a parliament 
which long ago ceased to be the servant of the 
nation which gave birth to it, and which now 
legislates at the whim of whatever powerful 
vested interest happens to shout loudest on the 
day. To them, this ‘authority’ is sacrosanct, 
regardless of whether it is backed up either by 

Contd. overleaf 


Page 7 


moral example or the evidence of good works 
achieved. Lisping wimps who have presided 
only over national decay and disgrace are 
vested with this ‘authority’ by virtue of their 
having proved no more than adroit operatives 
in the legalised swindle that we call party 
politics. Men and women who have made 
careers out of selling our national birthright 
have ‘authority’ because they are elected 
members of the House of Commons and have 
passed the laws which their overlords in the 
world of money and patronage have com- 
manded them to pass. Judges and magistrates 
are then seen as having ‘authority’ because 
they are the daily administrators of those laws. 

We can only emit a hollow laugh when we 
hear appeals for the observance of ‘authority’ 
coming from the people who bolted in terror 
from the rioters in Handsworth and Brixton 
rather than enforce the law, and who in 23 
years have nothing to show in their contest 
with the IRA but a record of impotence and 
_ surrender. 

To us, authority is much more than a law 
passed by parliament. To us, authority is 
vested in those personalities who can 
command it by the inspiration of their leader- 
ship and the magnitude of their deeds. When 
government emerges that will grapple 
successfully with the problems besetting 
Britain in the late 20th century and raise this 
nation back to a respected place in the world 
by the demonstration of its strength and its 
competence, that government will have some 
entitlement to ‘authority’. When a parliament 
is formed comprising representatives dedicated 
to the welfare of the British nation and the 
British nation alone, that parliament will have 
some claim to ‘authority’. When men come to 
the fore in national affairs who have the aspect 
of chieftains and who can speak in tones that 
can rekindle the fires of national pride and 
ardour, those men will acquire ‘authority’. For 
the moment, all talk of ‘authority’ in the 
absence of these essentials is mere hot air. 


Return of duties 


There is one more vital respect in which we 
find ourselves a world apart from the parties 
of yesterday. We go to the electorate not only 
with a message as to what we will give to the 
people but also with one as to what we feel it 
right to demand from the people. We have the 
temerity to do what no-one has done since the 
days of wartime: to speak of duties and not 
just of ‘rights’. 

Of course, there is the duty of every citizen 
of this country to obey the law — that will not 
be argued. 

But duties do not end there; they go further. 

It is fashionable today to say that any kind 
of human behaviour is permissible so long as 
it does not harm others. But of whom do they 
speak when they refer to ‘others’? 

The answer would seem to be: others living 
— moreover, others seen strictly as indiv- 
iduals, not as members of a nation. That is as 
far as the concept extends. 

An individual can live a life of personal 
decadence and degeneration, abusing his body, 
poisoning his mind and rendering no service of 
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Anarchy in the streets. How can politicians call for respect for ‘authority’ when they 


have surrendered to the men of violence and terror? 


value whatever to his community — that is 
alright so long as whatever he does does not 
interfere with the life of the individual next 
door, who may be regarded as free to do 
exactly the same thing subject to the same 
conditions. 

We believe that this is an unacceptably 
narrow concept of the boundaries of indiv- 
idual obligation and responsibility. 

To us, the individual is a link in a chain, a 
chain connecting the past with the present and 
future. He owes a debt to those who came 
before him and he has a duty to those coming 
after him. 

He is not just a ‘person’, a human atom; he 
is part of a nation and of a race. 

If he is British, he is advantaged (Dalrymple 
notwithstanding) to live a life of a quality far 
superior to those of most other peoples in the 
world. And why is this? It is because his 
nation, his race, has over the ages built a 
civilisation far higher in its standards than 
most of those that are to be found elsewhere. 
That is his debt to the past. 

And in what way should that debt be 
honoured? It should be honoured by his con- 
ducting his life in such a manner as to sustain 
that civilisation and pass it on intact — indeed, 
if possible, enhanced — to those generations 
coming after. 

In this concept, it is not enough just to 
refrain from ‘harming others’. The individual 
has a duty to contribute positively to the 
maintenance of his community’s heritage. He 
should live a life conducive to good health of 
body and mind, so that this contribution may 
measure up to the maximum of his potential. 
And he should give constant thought to what 
he will leave behind him when his time comes 
to depart this world. Will this bequest enrich 
his people or will it impoverish it? To us, 
these are vital questions; they strike at the very 
core of what consititutes good citizenship. Yet 
they are questions which form no part of the 
thinking of those who define citizenship in 
today’s Britain. 


The forgotten catalogue of duties 


This discussion of duties could be extended 
indefinitely, .were there the space. There is the 


duty to work; the duty to defend one’s 
country; the duty to keep one’s neighbourhood 
clean and tidy; the duties of fatherhood and 
motherhood; the duty to infuse one’s children 
with a sense of the civic virtues and with 
values contributive to a strong family and a 
strong nation; the duty in the first place to 
choose a marriage partner through whom the 
nation as we have known it might be con- 
tinued; the duty, when making purchases of 
goods and services, to patronise one’s own 
country’s industries rather than another 
country’s industries (whenever this is reason- 
ably possible). These are just a few of the 
things that should come to mind when the 
concept of. good citizenship is discussed. Yet 
of them there is scarcely any talk in current 
political debate, which revolves solely around 
which party clamouring for seats in parliament 
can offer a more seductive selection of hand- 
outs to the voters than which other party. 

Yes, we and they represent two different 
worlds. Theirs is a world in which all the 
population are seen as children, who have to 
be wet-nursed with promises of goodies and 
gifts and never summoned to arduous tasks. 
Ours is a world in which those among the 
people who have attained adulthood are 
encouraged to think and act as adults and to 
take upon themselves the burdens that should 
be accepted by the heirs of a great estate. In 
their world political argument is at the level of 
the kindergarten, with all serious subjects 
excluded on the supposition that the people are 
not grown-up enough to hear about them; 
elections thereupon become fought over 
childish trivia. In our world the serious is 
given priority, and no issue is allowed to 
become taboo if the whole future of the nation 
depends upon it. Our Manifesto is a genuine 
attempt to bring politics back to an adult plane, 
and to talk to the people about those things 
which will determine whether Britain survives 
or dies, whether in the coming century we live 
greatly as befits a great nation with a great 
history or whether we become — merely 
history. 

Never before has there been a time of such 
vital decision. Never before has the people’s 
choice been so important. 


ON THE REAL MEANING OF GENOCIDE 


PAUL GOLDING examines United Nations definitions and applies them 
to what is now happening around the white world (Part 2) 


WE AS A PEOPLE are not even replacing 
ourselves. We are starting our families late, 
if at all, and few women have the three 
children necessary to maintain our 
numbers. The promotion of abortion on 
demand has also made little dent in the 
mushrooming population of non-whites 
within our borders, but it has convinced 
many millions of our own people that 
slaying their children in the womb, for no 
better reason than personal convenience, is 
a good and laudable idea. A whole gener- 
ation has thus been killed and will never see 
the light of day — yet another reason why 
the portion of the population of Europeans 
is in precipitous decline. Other anti-birth 
policies include media and government 
campaigns to promote and legitimise homo- 
sexuality. 

Is there an identifiable power structure 
within Europe which is ‘‘imposing measures 
intended to prevent births within the group’’? 
You bet there is! 

We have not yet addressed section A of the 
Convention: ‘‘Killing members of the group,”’ 
but when the New World Order boys have 
succeeded in disarming us we shall see what 
their intentions really are in that regard. 

Also ongoing is a slow war against us now 
being waged in our inner cities; and there is 
also the fact, exposed many times in this 
article, that most of the wars of this century 
have been engineered for the benefit of the 
New World Order élitists — and it is our 
fathers, brothers, and sons who do the dying. 


GENOCIDE UNDER 
OTHER NAMES 


Is multi-racialism genocide? Yes it is. Is 
multi-culturalism genocide? Yes it is. Is 
teaching minorities self-esteem while teaching 
Whites ‘sensitivity’ genocide? Yes it is. Is 
diversity indoctrination genocide? Yes it is. Is 
toleration of illegal immigration genocide? Yes 
it is. 

Is any non-white immigration, except 
perhaps for diplomatic and consular repres- 
entatives, genocide? Yes it is. Do anti-discrim- 
ination laws constitute genocide? Yes they do. 
Do ‘hate crime’ laws constitute genocide? Yes 
they do. 

Does support of convenience abortion con- 
stitute genocide? Yes it does. Does promotion 
of homosexuality constitute genocide? Yes it 
does. 

Is suppression of information on racial 
differences genocide? Yes it is. Is inhibiting 
research on racial differences genocide? Yes it 
is. Is ‘positive discrimination’ genocide? Yes 
it is. Is the subliminal or overt promotion of 
inter-racial sex on TV genocide? Yes it is. 

Does failure to provide equal media time to 
Whites to further their cause constitute geno- 
cide? Yes it does. 


Does the undermining of loyalty of White 
Britons to their own people constitute geno- 
cide? Yes it does. 

Does undermining the sovereignty of our 
nation and the promotion of world government 
constitute genocide? Yes it does. 

It is not necessary to use gas chambers to 
commit genocide. 


NOTHING LESS 
THAN TREASON 


Some of our own people, in order to gain 
favour with a treacherous and disloyal élite, 
find it to their own advantage to sacrifice the 
integrity of our country and our people for 
money or power. Some of our people would 
rather surrender and grovel than fight. As long 
as they are able to go along to get along, they 
pretend to ignore the decay and collapse of our 
civilisation brought about as a direct result of 
the genocidal programme being imposed upon 
us. I believe the day is coming when they 
must answer for their treason. If that day does 
come — and I believe it will — they will find 
their answers falling on deaf ears. ‘“Treason, 
how be it punished...?”’ 

Those who promote the New World Order 
today are the spiritual, and in some cases the 
physical, cousins of those who founded Com- 
munism. Though the overtly Communist 
attempt at world government foundered on its 
economic failures, we make a big mistake if 
we think that the danger is past. 

Those who created Communism in the first 
place as an instrument for global control are 
very much alive, and their evil dream of world 
government is now being achieved. They have 
always been friendly towards Communism, 
though they favour its objectives secretly. 
They use code words like ‘‘restoring demo- 
cracy’’ while they impose Communist 
tyrannies on South Africa and Haiti. They hate 
all races, but they especially hate our race — 
for the nations of the White World, once 
awakened, have the potential for defeating 
their evil schemes. 


A COMMUNIST OBJECTIVE 


In 1928 Communist writer Joseph Pogany 
was sent to the United States by Moscow with 
the mission of implementing the Soviet racial 
agenda in America. Writing in the Communist 
newspaper The Daily Worker under the name 
of Joseph Schwartz, this red laid out his 
party’s programme for the racial destruction of 
America. The programme was:- 

1. Abolish of the whole system of race dis- 

crimination and ensure full racial equality. 

2. Ensure the Negroes the right to vote. 

3. Abolish all Jim Crow laws and forbid dis- 

crimination against Negroes in selling or 

renting houses. 

4. Abolish all laws forbidding inter-marriage 


of persons of different races. 

5. Assure full integration of public schools 
and universities. 

6. Bring about the equal admittance of 
Negroes to railway stations, waiting rooms, 
hotels, restaurants and theatres. 

7. Bring about full racial integration in the 
US Army and Navy. 

8. Allow Negroes to join all labour unions. 

9. Create equal employment opportunities for 
Negroes. 


Now, do these measures have a familiar 
ring to them? Of course they do! This is what 
became the American ‘Civil Rights’ move- 
ment. This was the blueprint. People say that 
‘integration’ will make the United States a 
better and stronger country. Do you believe 
that the Soviets would have done anything to 
make the USA stronger or better? Do you 
expect me to believe that? To anyone who was 
gullible enough to accept all or any part of this 
agenda I say this: Lenin had an expression for 
you. He would refer to those in the West who 
consciously or unconsciously served Soviet 
interests as his ‘useful idiots’. 


OUR REAL ENEMIES 


Forced integration of widely differing 
peoples never works; it only destroys. History 
abounds with examples. Remember, most of 
the Third World people who have been 
encouraged and allowed to come here are not 
the white people’s real enemies. They are only 
taking advantage of a situation created by the 
enemies of all races. Their culture and 
survival, too, are in peril from the New World 
Order multi-cultural agenda. White people’s 
enemies are those who created and are pushing 
that agenda. 

To oppose the genocidal programme of the 
New World Order, we must say some things 
that our masters have decided we are not 
supposed to say. They want to homogenise us 
all and destroy all races and nations to fulfil 
their dream of world conquest. 

To destroy national and racial identity and 
feelings is their number-one goal — because 
such feelings are the major stumbling block in 
the path of ‘One World’. Instead of military 
conquest, in Britain our enemies have 
conquered us by infiltration of our government 
and our media. They have conquered the 
minds of many of us — but they have not 
conquered all of us! Some of us know that we 
must oppose the genocide of our people. We 
know in our hearts that we are not ‘haters’, 
and that our struggle for freedom and indep- 
endence is based not upon a hatred of other 
races or cultures but upon a love for our own 
children, their children, and the uncounted 
generations to come, and on a determination 
that the light represented by our Western 
Civilisation shall never be extinguished! 
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The White Man’s disease 


The Commission for Racial Equality: British Bureaucracy and the Multi-Ethic Society (by Ray Honeyford) 
Transaction Publishers. Reviewed by THOMAS JACKSON 


This review first appeared in American 
Renaissance, PO Box 527, Oakton, Virginia 
22124, U.S.A., to whom we owe acknowledge- 
ments. 


ROBERT FROST once defined a liberal as 
someone who can’t take his own side in an 
argument. Since perhaps the 1960s, even 
Whites who consider themselves ‘conser- 
vatives’ have behaved like liberals if the 
subject was race. When non-Whites make 
demands in the name of race, far from 
taking their own side in the argument, 
Whites act as if they don’t even have a side. 

One might assume this was a uniquely 
American affliction born of remorse for 
slavery, Jim Crow and segregation, but one 
would be wrong. As Ray Honeyford shows in 
his book, the British are just as susceptible to 
racial browbeating, double standards and 
extortion as Amerians. In fact, despite 
completely different historical experiences of 
race, the two countries have developed anti- 
white ideologies and bureacracies that are 
virtually identical. In some respect, the British 
may even behave more spinelessly than we do. 

Mr. Honeyford’s perspective is one of plain 
common sense sharpened by more than a little 
direct experience. He is a retired teacher who 
spent many years in the big-city schools where 
the effects of Britain’s attempts at multi- 
racialism have been most acute. To begir. 
where he ends, he argues strongly that all an.1- 
discrimination laws, along with the burecau- 
cracy that has sprung up to nforce tiem, 
should be abolished. 


Draconian race laws 
soon introduced 

Although Britain’s experience with large 
numbers of non-Whites dates only from the 
1950s, the country enacted typically repressive 
race relations laws with astcnishing speed. Mr. 
Honeyford traces the chain of events that led 
to these laws back to the British Nationality 
Act of 1948. It was passed during a wave of 
post-war gratitude to the colonies for their 
support in the war against Germany, and 
granted citizenship and residence rights in 
England to all subjects of the Crown. At the 
time, no-one expected that the Empire would 
disintegrate by 1960 or that masses of ex- 
colonials would head for Britain. The arrival 
of thousands of non-Whites led to the 1958 
race riots in the Notting Hill section of 
London, and in 1962 Parliament shut the door 
on mass immigration. Mr. Honeyford suspects 
that guilt over this necessary measure contrib- 
uted to passage of the first Race Relations Act 
in 1965 — just one year after the landmark 
_Civil Rights Act in the United States. 

In some respects the first law was only a 
modest step towards tyranny: It banned dis- 
crimination only in public accommodation and 
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not in employment or housing. It set no 
penalties for infractions nor did it set up 
enforcement machinery, thouh it did establish 
something called the Race Relations Board to 
examine complaints of discrimination. More 
ominously, the Act established a new crime: 
incitement to racial hatred. In order to convict, 
it was necessary to prove that a defendant 
intended to incite hatred, which was hard to 
do, but he could be found guilty even if the 
‘hatred’ he incited led to no action of any 
kind. It became illegal to encourage an 
emotion. 

This was quickly followed by the 1968 Race 
Relations Act, which extended non-discrimin- 
ation to employment, housing and provision of 
goods and services. It was in 1976, however, 
that the current anti-racist machinery was 
firmly bolted into place. Yet another Race 
Relations Act abolished the Race Relations 
Board, replaced it with the Commission for 
Racial Equality, and gave the CRE the broad 
powers it now enjoys. Most significantly, the 
CRE was authorised to issue Codes of 
Conduct, which spell out in great detail how 
the British must behave in order to avoid racial 
disc.:imination. The CRE was also given the 
av Nority to investigate alleged violations and 
issue corrective orders. (These can be 
appealed, but anyone who is subject to a CRE 
order is guilty until proved innocent). 

Perhaps most remarkably, the Act wrote 
into law a key concept that it would take the 
US Congress another 15 years to recognise: 
disparate impact, or what is known as ‘indirect 
discrimination’ in Britain. According to this 
doctrine, any job standard or requirement that 
disproportionately disqualifies non-Whites is 
automatically suspect and must be justified in 
excruciating detail. Finally, Parliament made 
it easier to convict on a charge of incitement to 
racial hatred. It is now no longer necessary to 
prove intent: So long as a judge or jury can be 
persuaded that speech could inspire hatred, 
even the sweetest of motives is no defence. 


Any other hatred OK 


Mr. Honeyford argues that any law against 
incitement of feelings is noxious, but that it 
says much about the race obsession of today’s 
Britain that racial hatred is the only kind an 
Englishman may not incite. He may promote 
class hatred all he likes — and plenty of lefties 
do — and he may promote religious or 
national hatred. But, as Mr. Honeyford 
explains, the 1976 Act was based on the view 
that “‘Blacks and Asians face such profound 
hostility at the hands of the majority population 
that they cannot redsonably be expected to 
make any real progress unless they enjoy legal 
protection and privileged access to public 
goods.’’ Since the British were so hopelessly 
‘racist’, government interference in freedom of 
speech, contract and association were required 


on an unprecedented level. 

And that, of course, is what they got. The 
CRE now has a staff of 200 busybodies and 
has drafted ‘codes of practice’ for employ- 
ment, housing and education. These codes 
have a murky judicial status in that, although 
their requirements for racial head-counting, 
sensitivity training, ‘numerical goals’, etc., 
etc., are not legally binding, any large 
company that fails to follow them can find 
itself under investigation. Investigation is a 
kind of terror tactic whereby the CRE makes 
the largest possible media din while it runs a 
company or local government body through 
the wringer. It then likes to take several years 
going through records, interviewing employees 
and generally making a pest of itself before it 
announces — inevitably — that it has 
unearthed the most shocking wickedness. 

It then issues its usual series of demands for 
humiliating, costly and _ time-consuming 
‘remedies’. If the offender does not want to set 
‘numerical goals’, appoint a vice president for 
minority affairs, hold regular ‘diversity’ 
seminars or any of dozens of other measures 
the CRE may demand, it can appeal in court 
— a difficult, costly and time-consuming 
undertaking. All the while, the CRE’s 
publicity department (65 of its 200 employees 
work in it) ensures that the ordeal is as widely: 
reported as possible. To Mr. Honeyford’s 
disgust, most targets of CRE strong-arming 
meekly do as they are told, with the invariable 
result that ‘‘it is not enough for an employer 
not to discriminate; he has positively to seek to 
entice Blacks and Asians into his organis- 
ation.’’ It takes only a few high-profile inves- 
tigations to keep virtually al employers in line. 
It is now widely understood that the Comm- 
ission’s mantra is ‘proportional representation’ , 
and no anti-white measure should be over- 
looked in order to achieve it. 


One-sided research 


Another important activity of the CRE is to 
ladle out public money for research on race 
relations. Needless to say, the recipients are 
lefty-liberal off-white groups with names like 
Federation of Black Housing Organisations, 
Muslim Ummah Solidarity Movement and 
Black Rights UK. Mr. Honeyford observes 
that what Whites think about living in a multi- 
racial society should presumably be of some 
interest to the bureaucrats, but “‘when one 
considers the way in which the CRE distrib- 
utes its public money, it is as though this 
sector of the population does not exist.’’ Just 
as in the United States, efforts to ‘improve’ 
race relations have ceased to be a matter of 
reconciling the interests of majority and 
minorities, and are instead outright minority 
advocacy. 

This involves flagrant double standards. For 
example, the law of 1976 allows race to be 


part of employment decisions only when 
employees of a particular race can better meet 
the ‘special needs’ of people of the same race. 
“Special needs’ are invoked to justify hiring 
only Blacks to provide social services to 
Blacks, or to prevent Whites from adopting or 
fostering black children. Mr. Honeyford notes 
that ‘‘since the notion of ‘special needs’ is 
such a nebulous one, the scope for the CRE to 
engage in special pleading on behalf of ethnic 


‘Minorities is virtually unlimited.’’ Needless to 


say, Whites have no ‘special needs’, so ‘‘same 
race policies appear to operate in only one 
direction.”’ 

Another common double-standard is to 
assume that statistical disparities in the 
achievement or treatment of non-Whites are 
apodeictic proof of “institutional racism’ , but to 
ignore disparities that point the other way. One 
CRE report raged about the fact that Blacks in 
a school district were four times more likely to 
be suspended than Whites. The same report 
found that Asians were only one fifth as likely 
as Whites to be suspended, but this even 
greater disparity was of no interest or signif- 
icance. Mr. Honeyford points out that 37 per 
cent of white men have white collar jobs, but 
45 per cent of Indians and 48 per cent of 
Chinese do. This is the sort of difference the 
CRE grandly ignores, but it can be counted on 
to fly into a fury whenever disparities run the 
other way. 


‘Ethnic’ politics. The race hysteria created by bodies such as the CRE has led all the 
mainstream politicians to fall over themselves courting the ethnic minority vote. Here 


announced that “‘in all library services — those 
without, as well as those with, multi-racial 
communities — an awarness of the multi- 
cultural nature of our society as a whole 
should be recognised and promoted.’’ Note 
that this is to be the goal of all library 
services. One of CRE’s missions is to have 
libraries stock books in foreign languages — 
but it cares only about foreign languages 
spoken by non-Whites. German or French 
books are not, in its view, a meaningful form 
of ‘diversity’. As Mr. Honeyford points out, 
the CRE really wants to turn libraries into 
immigrant cultural centres; it never suggests 
that they might help assimilate immigrants to 
what is left of the British way of life. For 
Whites, libraries are to have one clear 
message: “‘Our transformation into a much 
less homogeneous population than hitherto is 
to be perceived and transmitted exclusively as 
a cultural enrichment.’’ 


Double-standards over language 


Another way to encourage immigrants to 
keep their languages is to insist on mother 
tongue instruction in school. There is an 
increasing clamour for this among British 
lefties, and one of the arguments the CRE 
likes to make is that since parents in Wales 
can have their children taught in Welsh, 
Asians in Britain should get instruction in 
Urdu, etc. The difference, which the CRE 


Tory leader Willam Hague is electioneering among the Sikh community. 


Despite its passion for statistics and equal 
representation, the CRE reports with no trace 
of irony that two thirds of its employees are 
non-white. This is a serious disproportion for 
a country with a minority population of 5.5 
per cent (actually much higher. Ed.), but helps 
to explain the extent to which the CRE has 
become nothing more than a publicly funded 
scheme to enrich non-Whites and secure 
special privileges for them. 


‘Cultural enrichment’ 


The CRE has recently been sniffing around 
public libraries. These it has found unaccept- 
ably British and homogeneous, so it has 


fails to understand, is that Welshmen living in 
England would never dream of asking for 
instruction in Welsh. 

Mr. Honeyford warns that the CRE is 
constantly asking for more power and that the 
current Labour Government might actually 
grant it. The CRE cannot now launch an 
investigation of a company or government 
body on pure hunch. In the current climate of 
racial grievance it is not hard to gin one up, 
but the CRE must have a complaint before it 
starts snooping. This it finds intolerable and 
wants complete freedom of action. What is 
worse, when it finds discrimination — which 
it always does — it wants its remedies to be 


beyond appeal. It wants to be able to issue 
commands that must be obeyed. Given the 
CRE’s unerring ability to sniff out ‘racism’ 
virtually anywhere, this would essentially 
make it the most powerful organisation in the 
country — which, no doubt, it longs to be. 

Mr. Honeyford’s position against the CRE 
is libertarian: Government has no right to 
meddle in private contracts or to force people 
into unwanted association. He claims to abhor 
racial discrimination, but argues that we should 
be free to practise it. ‘“The notion that people 
should be compelled to love their neighbour,”’ 
he writes, “‘... is never far from CRE policy 
making.”’ 

Despite his good arguments, excellent 
research, and illuminating case studies of CRE 
bullying, Mr. Honeyford fails fully to under- 
stand the CRE. He pointedly refuses to accuse 
it of bad will or to question its motives. But 
from the facts he presents it is clear that this is 
a bureaucracy — two thirds of whose employ- 
ees are non-white, remember — that simply 
seeks advantage for non-Whites at the expense 
of Whites. Its purpose is racial imperialism, 
not racial reconciliation. It has found a way to 
use the white majority's own money to 
disadvantage Whites economically and 
politically and advance the interests of non- 
Whites. Its objectives are precisely the same as 
those of American ‘civil rights’ organisations, 
which are unapologetic expressions of a racial 
will to power. 

The great riddle is why white majority 
societies permit this, why Whites have lost the 
ability to take their own side in an argument. 
The unhappy truth seems to be that this 
potentially fatal disability is found in every 
white country that has opened itself to multi- 
racialism. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First published 
in 1988, it has now been updated to take in the 
many new developments on the political scene occ- 
uring since. The book gives comprehensive cover- 


age of all the major current issues affecting Britain. 


Running to 537 pages, it is partly autobiographical, 
giving an account of the author’s origins, early 
political awakening and subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; paper- 
back £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please send cheques 
to Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


_ JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 

stand for. 


ALTERNATIVE ROUTE 


ROGER WOOD takes a look at the role of lobbying in politics 


This article is intended to stimulate 
debate as to whether the ideas and 
information it contains can be of use in 
furthering the aims of nationalists 
pending the achievement of represent- 
ation within the political system. It 
examines the concept of the ‘lobby’ or 
‘pressure group’, and explores its 
relevance. The ideas discussed here are 
not intended as substitutes for electoral 
activity aimed at political power, only as 
possible supplements to it for the 
purpose of achieving limited objectives 
on the way, and also as indirect means 
to party recruitment. 


WHY LOBBY? 


Lobby groups are responsible for 
instigating changes in legislation and 
government policy, often to a degree 
entirely out of proportion to the 
numbers of their supporters in society 
— for example the ‘gay’ lobby. 

Lobby groups are increasingly 
becoming a more active and influential 
part of the democratic process, as well 
as enabling people to have a voice in 
-public affairs without having to 
undertake the commitment of joining a 
political party. Lobbies can in fact 
overcome three main weaknesses in our 
political system, namely:- 

(1) Majority rule (excluding the wishes of 
the minority). 

(2) Short-term thinking (results expected of 
an elected government within five years, 
when many problems require long-term 
solutions). 

(3) Ineffective opposition (all major parties 
are part of the same system, power- 
structure and set of interests). 


As an intermediate layer between 
public and government, lobbies provide 
a source of effective resistance to all- 
embracing state powers. This is of 
‘particular importance because the 
continual decline in participation in 
elections at all levels indicates a disill- 
usionment with politics in general. Few 
people today join political parties — in 
fact less than one per cent of the popu- 
lation. Of the other 99 per cent, many 
are likely to join a protest movement, or 
even start their own, if something really 
concerns them. 


WHAT IS A LOBBY GROUP? 


_ A lobby group has beeeen defined as 
‘An organisation trying to influence the 
policy of public bodies in its chosen 
direction. 

Its characteristics are:- 
(1) An effective organisational structure. 
(2) Its embrace of a recognisable and defin- 
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able group of individuals who have a shared 
set of interests and attitudes. 

(3) Its provision of evidence of a set of 
identifiable goals or articulated demands. 
(4) A purposeful strategy to influence the 
policy decisions of the executive, legislative 
or judicial branch of government. 


NEEDS OF A LOBBY GROUP 


Funding: The bane of all attempts to arouse 
public opinion and support, or to succeed 
politically (as we are all aware). 
Co-operation with other groups: It is not 
unreasonable to suppose that there will be 
other people who have aims similar to those 
of the lobby group, and often sucess can be 
achieved by collaborating and co-ordinating 
activities with like-minded people who may 
have greater resources that can be utilised. 
Access to decision-makers: This is of 
obvious importance. Finding out who is 
sympathetic to one’s cause, and also in a 
position to exert influence on one’s behalf, 
is clearly necessary to achieve results. 
Involvement in policy formulation: This is 
the ideal situation for any lobby or pressure 
group to be in, but one of the most difficult 
to attain. But once it is attained the benefits 
can be incalculable. 


The National Farmers’ Union, for instance, 


has an historical record of success in 


looking after the interests of farmers. This is 


due in no small part to the fact that the 
Union's representatives in parliament are 
involved when policies are being drafted. 


ADVANTAGES OF LOBBYING 


Effective management of a lobby 
group can, in my view, increase one’s 
sphere of influence in public affairs — 
and this applies to our party as to 
others. The main benefits to be 
obtained are:- 


Monitoring political activity: We already 
have a Media Monitoring Unit in place. The 
monitoring of political activity is a logical 
further step for this unit, providing it is 
accompanied by action — or at least the 
registering of disapproval when decisions 
are taken which affect the quality of life of 
the British people. 

Protecting interests: This is one of our prime 
reasons for existence. If we do not look 
after our own, who else will? | 
Sustaining debate: Subjects like the return 
of the death penalty, racial differences, the 
true statistics on racist attacks, the crime 
rates attributable to certain sections of the 
ethnic minority population — all are taboo. 
Unless continual pressure is applied for 
these and other problems to be debated 
openly they will never go away. 
Mobilising: Recent events in London show 
the amount of support that can be amassed 
for an issue which may seem trivial 
compared to some of the causes we are 


championing. If sufficient protest is regis- 
tered, the relevant authorities have to take 
notice. 

Countervailing: Every concession given to 
vociferous minority interests is an affront to 
the values held by the all-too-often silent 
majority. If the latter are provided with the 
means to express their disapproval, they will 
take advantage of it. We need to be there 
to active this disapproval. 


CONCLUSIONS 


For reasons which have been stated 
— mainly the traditional reluctance of 
British people to get involved in activity 
that they can see is directly political — 


This is a shot from the huge country 
people’s demonstration in London in 
March 1998, in which over a hundred 
thousand took part. Note the poster, 
which neatly combines two issues in 
one! 


it can sometimes be the case that more 
support may be generated. by the form- 
ation of ‘action groups’ than by 
attempting to persuade people to join a 
political party — particularly one that is 
habitually derided or ignored by the 
media. 

One drawback to this approach could 
be the reaction of the ‘antis’, but their 
influence — confronted by an innoc- 
uous title given to a lobby group — 
could be minimal. 

Even if no action is taken immediately 
in this field, let us at least start 
discussing it. It provides an additional 
means for us to take part in the 
democratic process, and to serve the 
people we are here to serve. 


LEARNING FROM 
THE GREENS 


Writing from the 
countryside, PAUL HARRIS 
says that the BNP should not 
be too proud to take some 
tips from its opponents 


THE British National Party's performance in the European elections 
will doubtless be picked over by people far more experienced in 
nationalist politics than someone like myself, who has only been in 
the party since August 1997. However, coming from Somerset, 
where the Green Party is at its strongest, | can see some similarities 
between our two parties’ respective directions. 

At the 1997 General Election the Green Party scored about one 
per cent of the vote but it averaged around seven per cent in the 
Euro Election. Admittedly, three times as many people voted in the 
General Election, but the Greens could still show a significant 
improvement, which resulted in the election of two Green MEPs. 

The Green Party suffers a similar problem to that of the BNP in 
that its members are often ridiculed as cranks. They suffer from 
press exclusion and are rarely quoted. Despite this, they have still 
enjoyed relative success. There may therefore be a need for the BNP 
to take a look at the tactics employed by the Greens. 

One Green Party leaflet delivered to homes during the Euro 
Election showed that the party is not afraid to sound radical and 
attack apathy. This leaflet reminded me of the BNP’s leaflet which 
said in its heading ‘One of these murder victims is worth 64 per cent 

more’. This was in reference to two photographs of coloured and 
white victims of racial murders, of whom the coloured victim received 
64 per cent more police resources in the way of investigations. This 
leaflet ended with the words “‘It’ll get worse till you make it better.” 
It’s preferable to be accused of scaremongering but get a result than 
to be too subtle and get nowhere. 


Linking issues with policies 

When the Greens venture into community politics they tend to go 
for campaigns that people normally associate with them, such as 
genetically modified foods, nuclear dumping, and so on. On the other 
hand, when the BNP gets involved in community politics it is 
accused, however wrongly, of jumping on bandwaggons. This is 
because our campaigns are very often on issues not normally 
associated with our party in the public mind. As a local activist who 
has helped campaign against paedophiles and New Age Travellers in 
Somerset, | have found that many people do not realise that these 
campaigns are linked to our hard-line law and order policies. We must 
in future do more to establish such a link. However, the message is 
gradually getting through that the BNP is not just a single-issue ant- 
immigration party, so that the bandwaggon allegation should gradually 
lose force as people become more aware of what we stand for. 

Of course, the Green Party has the advantage of being able to act 
openly without having to use PO boxes, book meeting premises under 
false names and run the danger of their leaders getting attacked. 
They are not continually harassed wherever they go by opposition 
groups like the self-styled ‘Anti-Nazi League’. 

Up till quite recently, our antagonists have felt that they can say 


what they like about us, or even commit illegal acts against us with 
impunity."Afsoon as the BNP looks as if it is making progress, the 
media print some defamatory drivel aimed at halting it. This is why | 
have been heartened to read of the activities of the party's Media 
Monitoring Unit as reported regularly in this magazine. 


Using the law 


As it is no part of our policy to use violence or any other kind of 
illegality against the likes of ANAL, AFA, the liberal media or the 
opposing political parties, we should be prepared where necessary to 
set the law on them. During the Euro Election the South Western 
regional organiser of the BNP received about 20 abusive or 
threatening telephone calls. to make these is actually a criminal 
offence, but our opponents had become used to committing illegal 
acts against us with impunity. 

The BNP does not have to tolerate this nonsense any more than 
do the Tories or Labour. We do not have the money to engage in 
costly litigation but we can do such things as report threatening 
‘phone calls to the BT ‘Malicious Calls Bureau’, which can trace the 
numbers of the callers. | would dearly love to hear of a chattering- 
class liberal with aspirations to becoming an MP being visited by the 
police in connection with such an incident! 
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CAMPAIGNING FOR BRITISH FARMERS 
BNP activists in the West Country are seen here appealing to 
shoppers to support the British beef industry in preference to 
buying foreign products. It is essential that campaigns like this 
are linked to a highly publicised presentation of the party’s long- 
standing policies for protecting British farming. 


Another good tactic to make our enemies pause for thought is the 
use of ‘Open Letters’ that has been tried in Somerset.with reasonable 
success. After attacking the BNP’s campaign against the Travellers in 
Glastonbury, Tory MP David Heathcoat-Amery received one such letter, 
of which 50 copies were posted to the local media, politicians and 
businesmen in the neighbourhood. We have heard very little from him 
since. This tactic could be used nationwide when the party is unfairly 
attacked by a politician or journalist. These open letters could also be 
put on the Internet to discourage our opponents’ negative campaigning 
and to publicise our own positive campaigns. 

Obviously, the BNP cannot compete at the same level as the main 
parties for quite some time yet. However, there is every possibility in 
the future for us to surge ahead of other fringe parties like the UKIP 
and the Greens. The BNP should take notice of the relative success 
enjoyed by the Green Party this year, and maybe in the next General 
Election we shall be doing better than they! 
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WILLIAM HAGUE, the Conservative 
leader, went a little while ago on a nation- 
wide ‘listening’ tour to discover at first hand 
(instead of via the media opinion-benders) 
what might persuade the British public to 
return his party to power at the next 
general election. 

His announcement of the pending tour 
implied a preparedness to amend party policy 
wherever it seemed necessary accommodate 
majority opinion, in particular among disaff- 
ected Tory supporters. But there seems little 
sign that young William learned very much 
from his travels. Maybe a further tour is called 
for. Should he be contemplating such a thing, 
may I, as one management consultant (of 
considerably greater experience) to another, 
offer him some advice about the design and 
conduct of his survey, as well as the inter- 
pretation and publication of its findings. 

This advice falls into five parts, which are 
as follows:- 


(1) Do not allow the preconceptions of your 
senior policy-shapers to ‘filter’ the survey 
questions and answers. After all, they are 
going to want the results to validate their own 
highly questionable theories. 


(2) Put the following mandatory questions to 

all people regarding the next party election 

manifesto:- 
(a) Should we steadfastly maintain the terr- 
itorial integrity of the United Kingdom? 
(b) Should we declare total opposition to a 
Federal Europe and our intention to restore 
this country’s status as a fully independent 
nation-state? 
(c) Should we declare an immediate em- 
bargo on all immigrants and all ‘asylum- 
seekers’? 
(d) Should we give an undertaking to 
repatriate at least 75 per cent of non- 
Europeans in Britain within 10 years of 
offering generous financial assistance to 
those concerned? 
(e) Should we take effective measures to 
protect our own industries, and thus our 
workers’ jobs, against unfair foreign com- 
petition? 
(f) Should taxation policy be seen to 
favour the two-parent family with both 
parents bound in marriage? . 
(g) Should education curricula and the 
mass media be required to foster enlight- 
ened patriotism and personal morality? 
(h) Should capital punishment be restored 
for the most heinous crimes, such as child- 
murder and terrorism? 
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Some advice to 
William Hague 


(i) Should trafficking in hard drugs incur 
much more severe penalties than at 
present? 


FRANK 
KIMBAL JOHNSON 
takes the Tory 
leader up on his 
promise that he 
intends to ‘listen’ 
to the British people 


(j) Should we prohibit promotion and 
public display of homosexuality? 

(k) Should we restrict the use of the armed 
forces to national defence only, and stop 
them being sent on foreign adventures? 


3. Disregard all demands for increased 
expenditure on the NHS and education as 
parrot-cry politics from the dependency culture 
and self-serving professions. 


4. Whatever it may cost in party defections, 
try to face up to the fact that virtually all of 
this country’s present socio-economic problems 
have been hugely compounded and magnified 
by the presence of several million immigrants 
from the Third World and their descendants. 
Unless and until this is seen to be acknow- 
ledged and acted upon, there is nothing — I 
repeat nothing — you can say that is worth 
listening to. Any honest political manifesto 
must not only declare unequivocal policies on 


Hague likes to 
present himself as 
the ‘listening 
leader’, but so far 
there’s precious little 
sign that he has 
given his ear to the 
real voice of the 
great British 
majority 


this matter but also identify the intended 
beneficiaries of the problem. For example, 


‘should we really be spending more money on 


inner-city schools and hospitals swarming with 
Third Worlders? And do we really need to be 
building more houses (including houses in the 
countryside) when several million aliens are 
occupying the existing ones? Further, if the 
same aliens are doing useful work they are 
thereby depriving the native British of jobs; 
and if they are not they represent a crippling 
burden on the British taxpayer. 

So be prepared to explain how you can 
make any improvements to the quality of life 
in Britain in the near future which are not 
automatically cancelled out by an immigrant 
population still increasing by at least sixty 
thousand a year, not counting ‘illegals’ and the 
birthrate of those already here. 

And note the irony that this disastrous 
situation has been created by politicians who 
refused to listen to the British people’s 
disquiet about the enforced colonisation of 
their homeland. 

And we want good jobs, good homes, good 
social services and a good quality of life for 
our own kith and kin before trying to improve 
the lot of Third World countries. 


5. If you cannot or will not undertake to 
restore this country to its own people, then 
they must turn to those who most certainly will 
— when, as seems inevitable, the social order 
collapses. And if you choose to dismiss all this 
as ‘racism’ you have misjudged the basic 
character, instincts and aspirations of the 
British people to an extent that completely 
disqualifies you from any significant role in 
our national life. 

You must therefore choose between the 
grubby expedient of ingratiating yourself with 
the immigrant population — an exercise in 
which your Labour opponents will always 
outflank and outbid you — or honestly repres- 
enting the indigenous British people. Fail on 
this crucial test and, from the standpoint of 
your own countrymen and -women, you can 
succeed at nothing else. 

Finally, if you reject this advice — as I 
expect you will — further ‘listening’ tours 
among the electorate will be a complete waste 
of time. 


Ve 


ANTI-WHITE ATROCITY 
‘PLEASANT TO REPORT’ 


HARRY MULLIN takes a glimpse into the 
sick mind of a gullt-ridden liberal author 


BROWSING through a second-hand 
bookshop in my home town of 
Glasgow a little while ago, I came 
across the Penguin History of the 
United States, written by Hugh 
Brogan. Because I have always found 
this subject very interesting, I 
snatched the book up. 

The blurb inside tells us that Brogan 
had an Oxford education. With his shiny 
new degree, he was able to get employ- 
ment with the very prestigious London 
magazine The Economist, for which he 
worked for two years. He then went to 
study under a Harkness Fellowship in 
the USA. He is now a professor of 
history at Essex University. 

It is seen then that Brogan could never 
be considered a poor, oppressed prolet- 
arian. He has now doubt enjoyed a high 
standard of living for many years, comp- 
liments of both the British and American 
taxpayers. Is he at all grateful for the 
fine things his own race has bestowed 
upon him? Not Brogan! His ‘history’ is 
a fit of bleeding-heart liberal moralising, 
and demonstrates the disgusting sight of 
a characteristic self-hating, guilt-ridden 
middle-class white Lib-Lab racial 
masochist. . 

Writing of the slaughter of the US 7th 
Cavalry under the command of George 
Armstrong Custer at the Battle of Little 
Big Horn by some six thousand red- 
skins, Brogan says:- 

“*The news reached the East, it is 
pleasant to report, on July 5th 1876 in 
nice time to spoil the celebration of 
100 years of freedom and indepen- 
dence.’’ 


That will give you the flavour of 
Hugh Brogan. 


SAVAGE MUTILATIONS 


And what was it of which the repor- 
ting was supposed to be so pleasant? The 
redskins, not content with killing some 
300 Whites to the very last man, 
stripped them of all their clothing until 
they were naked. They then carried out 


the most brutal and savage mutilations 
imaginable, cutting off testicles and 
sticking them into the mouths of the 
dead, gouging out eyes, hacking off 
noses and ears, slicing off lips as if they 
were pieces of melon, then cutting out 
teeth with tomohawks or heavy knives. 
The bodies were then hacked to pieces 
and stabbed in a mad frenzy of racial 
hatred for Whites. Yet Professor Brogan 
finds such deeds ‘‘pleasant to report.”’ 

Is it not true to say that self-loathing 
middle-class Whites like Brogan are a 
menace to our survival as a race? From 
his book it would seem that he thinks 
that Red Indian culture was in some 
respects superior to that of the Euro- 
pean. But when the White Man first 
went to the New World, the redskins 
had not even invented the wheel. They 
prowled around the great herds of bison 
like those other predators, the bears, 
wolves, cougars and coyotes. They knew 
nothing of the science of numbers, of 
building, of iron and steel-making. They 
were an extremely primitive people, 
addicted to war and the theft of other 
folks’ property. They especially relished 
capturing prisoners, upon whom they 
perpetrated the most cruel and fiendish 
tortures. 


ANSWERING ‘NEEDS’ 

Brogan, however, writes of redskins 
in comparatively generous terms. For 
example, he describes them as ‘‘brilliant 
horse thieves.’’ He then contradicts his 
own use of words by asking: ‘‘Why 
were Indians called thieves for helping 
themselves to what they needed, as they 
had always done? At the same time, no 
doubt Brogan would describe the Whites 
as ‘thieves’ for helping themselves to 


what they needed, namely land? It 
cannot, after all, be denied that the 


Whites made much better use of the vast 
land space of the Americas than the 
redskins ever did. The United States was 
built by the labour and skill of white 
people, and that enables it, among other 


things, to | 

feed a large 

proportion An American Indian. Bar- 

of the barous acts by his ancestors. 

world’s are glibly glossed over by 

population ‘liberal’ writers of today, 

today. who can only speak of such 
people as victims of white 

MY LAI ‘oppression’. 


Brogan goes on to write of the My 
Lai incident during the Vietnam War 
days, and castigates the US Army for 
killing some 200 civilians. But he makes 
no mention of the fact that American 
soldiers of the same unit had suffered 
death and mutilation in the jungles 
around My Lai for some days prev- 
iously. 

My Lai, according to Brogan, was a 
‘crime’, but the atrocities at Little Big 
Horn were ‘‘pleasant to report.’’ What a 
disgusting example of ‘liberal’ double- 
standards! 

There is another thing. For every 
redskin killed in the wars to open up 
America, ten Whites met their deaths. 
This was due largely to the redskins 
fighting vicious hit-and-run guerilla-type 
battles. If they had ever caught anyone 
like Hugh Brogan they would soon have 
made him repent his folly as they 
tortured him to death. 

It is high time that we liberated 
ourselves from this revolting ‘liberal’ 
picture of the White Man’s history, in 
which we are supposed to feel: guilty for 
every great achievement of our 
ancestors, like the conquests of America 
and the British Empire. In fact, those 
who repudiate the right of Whites to take © 
America are the worst kinds of hypo- 
crites, for these very same people are 
always to be found shouting in support 
of the right of non-Whites to invade the 
relatively crowded white homelands of 
Britain and Europe. 

We can be sure of one thing: if we 
Whites do not rediscover our wili to 
defend ourselves as a race, we will most 


certainly suffer the same fate as those 
brave men at Little Big Horn! 
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HOW AMERICANISATION 
HAS CORRUPTED BRITAIN 


RICHARD MOLESWORTH argues that cultural self-preservation 


is a vital prerequisite for national political resurgence 


IN AN ARTICLE in Spearhead in June last 
year, Dr. Mark Deavin rightly drew attention 
to the importance of national culture in the 
nurturing of political nationalism. He comm- 
ented, for instance, regarding the then quite 
recent nationalist successes at the polls in 
Eastern Germany: ‘“The Saxony-Anhalt vote 
therefore seems to indicate that the potential 
for electoral success for a nationalist political 
party is, at the very least, much greater if the 
cultural climate on the ground has already 
developed a nationalist flavour.”’ 

He then went on to say: “At a very 
different level, this seems to have been the 
case in France, where the political growth of 
the Front National in the 1980s is generally 
recognised to have been substantially helped 
by the cultural activities of the Nouvelle Droite 
(New Right) intellectual movement and its 
offshoot GRECE.” 

But he then came round to discussing how 
the influence of national culture does or does 
not relate to Britain, thus:- 

“Britain does not have a significant national 

intellectual tradition from which to launch a 

cultural offensive along the lines of the 

Nouvelle Droite, but there again, given the 

traditionally pragmatic nature of our people, 

this is perhaps neither a surprise nor a cause 
for undue concern.”’ (my emphasis). 


No cause for undue concern? Over those 
few words | profoundly disagree with Dr. 
Deavin. | am convinced that it is a matter of 
far greater concern to the cause of British 
Nationalism than is generally recognised. If 
indeed ‘‘Britain does not have a significant 
intellectual tradition from which to launch a 
cultural offensive,’” as Dr. Deavin maintains, 
surely it can be seen that there is a very 
strong likelihood that this is a major reason 
why the advance of political nationalism in 
Britain has lagged behind those of France and 
Germany. British culture is very far from non- 
existent; it has simply been obscured, or 
usurped, by alien infusion. 


THE CULTURAL IMPERATIVE 


National culture, and the motivation to 
preserve it, is one of the most powerful 
catalysts for nationalism in any society, 
including our own. Where expressions of 
national culture are weak, so the expressions 
of political nationalism are also weak; and, in 

- particular, when a nation’s indigenous culture 

is allowed to become usurped by a foreign 
culture the motivation for indigenous nat- 
ionalism becomes seriously diluted and 
distorted. 

But that is exactly what has_ been 
happening in Britain, and it might well 
account considerably for the uphill task that 
British Nationalists have been encountering in 
promoting their political creed in this country. 

The usurper in this case is American culture 
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A shot from He 
Got Game, 
recently shown 
on British TV. 
This is just one 
sample of an 
endless diet of 
Hollywood 
products, with 
Blacks playing 
ever more 
prominent willie 
roles. eee. 


(if that is what you choose to call it) 


particularly in the realm of. ‘music’ and 
‘dancing’. 
For the purposes of nationalism, American 


‘culture’ can never be a substitute for an 


indigenous British culture, but the trend of 
Americanisation of British culture has been 
going on for a long time, possibly since the 
First World War and with devastating effects. 
My memory of it easily goes back to World 
War Il, when US forces started to arrive in 
Britain, and it might be a mistake to assume 
there was no deliberation behind the effects 
produced. 


A scene from 
the Last Night 
of the Proms. 
This is British 
culture at its itt 
best, but there 
is not nearly ; 
enough of it. 


one 


In the aftermath of World War Il when | 
(stupid idiot) was a regular once-a-week 
visitor to the cinema,.! was three times 
caught out having to sit through a partic- 
ularly nauseating exercise in American brain- 
washing of us British — ‘caught out’ 
because the film in question served each time 
as a supporting programme for what might 
have been a quite presentable main feature. 
The offending film was titled Stars and 
Stripes. They must have been playing this 
piece of rubbish before British audiences for 
all they were worth, and it may well have 
enjoyed many more performances than the 
three which | saw. 

The film consisted, from start to finish, of 
scenes of American forces marching to the 
tune of American martial music while the US 


iia etme a fon 


national flag fluttered ostentatiously overhead. 
There was absolutely no hint of a story in the 
film, and for such a programme to be 
screened in Britain to the degree it was was 
in extremely bad taste; the mentality of those 
responsible for this screening left one wonder- 
ing where their loyalties lay. 

The message was clearly intended to 
convey to British audiences that America was 
the superpower of the future, to which Britain 
must be subordinated; and in case we 
harboured any residual ideas that Britain was 
still a great nation we'd better start lowering 
our sights prettv fast. 


Now if an equivalent film, depicting British 
forces on the march to the strains of Rule 
Britannia or Land of Hope and Glory, with our 
own national flag on display, had been shown 
even once in a British cinema, let alone an 
American one, it would no doubt have been 
vociferously denounced by our own reviewers 
as a sickening display of ‘jingoism’, and 
would never have been seen again in Britain 
or anywhere else. 

But | doubt if anyone dared to criticise the 
repeated showing of Stars and Stripes — this 
spontaneous, but modest(!), portrayal of our 
American saviours. 

Though you might not have thought it, 
Britain had recently emerged on the winning 
side in a war in which America, somewhat 
late in the day, had joined us as our ‘ally’. 


\ 


BRITAIN SWAMPED 


In the post-war period that followed, the 
British people were increasingly swamped 
with the products of cultural Americanisation 
— largely through the cinema, which in those 
days was of course the main popular enter- 
tainment medium, and the _ unfortunate 
outcome was that we British (excepting the 
few who, like myself, possessed firm 
immunity faculties) really began to lose all 
contact with their own cultural heritage. 
Regrettably, many today who consider 
themselves to be British Nationalists have 
been affected this way. 

The Hollywood influence on the British 
mind has become ever more appalling, 
especially since our own indigenous film 
industry has been allowed to wither on the 
vine and grant it a virtual monopoly here. 
Have you ever seen a _ Hollywood film 
depicting a Briton as the ‘good guy’? Have 
you ever seen an American screen production 
acknowledging that British armed forces had 
anything more than a peripheral role in World 
War II? Such constant indoctrination must 
have the effect of applying a damper on any 
incipient sense of national pride in victim 
audiences. 

Were cultural imports from America to bear 
some mark of the Anglo-Saxon and Celtic 
heritage brought to that country by its original 
settlers, they might within limits be accept- 
able. But in the modern context there is 
almost no remnant of this. The culture that 
today we call ‘American’ is primarily a 
mixture of the Negroid and the Jewish, and 
as such is utterly alien to these islands. This 


includes jazz and rock ‘n roll, which strangely 
seems to appeal to some over here who 
consider themselves British Nationalists. | 
doubt that it would to their counterparts in 
France or Germany. 

Why are so many people not conscious of 
this? Perhaps | can suggest a reason. When 
people live in an area where there is a 
prevailing ambient smell, they cease after a 
while to notice it. Perhaps it is because some 
people have become so inured to the smell of 
cultural ‘Americanisation’ that they fail to 
recognise it as alien, let alone to detect its 
adverse influence on our national identity. 
They fail to recognise it as a cuckoo in the 
nest. 

Whilst France and Germany too have 
absorbed some degree of this ‘American- 
isation’, its influence in their case has not 
been nearly so incessant nor so intense as 
here, and there is still therefore a far greater 
residual cultural nationalism in those 
countries. 

At the foot of the second page of Dr. 
Deavin’s article referred to earlier there was a 
panel advertising the music of Karl Klang: 
‘“America’s number-one patriotic balladeer... 
a nationalist Garth Brooks. Very listenable 
country/folk style.”’ 

| have not heard this music but my imagin- 
ation finds it hard to stretch as far as to 
convince me that the music and the words 
escape all American flavour, theme or idiom. 
Moreover, since we read that Klang is a 
nationalist and an American patriot | find it 
hard not to believe that his works are not 
simply expressions of American Nationalism 


— quite alright for him and for his fellow 
Americans but not, surely, for Britons, who 
should be turning to their own much neg- 
lected heritage. 


FOREIGN INSIGNIA 


| was somewhat taken aback at one 
regional BNP meeting | attended to notice that 
one person was wearing a garment bearing a 
‘USA’ insignia in large letters. To my mind, 
that is every bit as misplaced at a meeting of 
our party as it would be to wear symbolism 
suggesting allegiance to New Labour. The 
fact that it was evidently not interpreted that 
way by the wearer, and possibly others 
present, is a measure of the extent of the 
malaise to which the Brtish people — nation- 
alists included — have succumbed. 

Equally misplaced is the annual practice 
indulged in by some perverted Britons of 
celebrating July 4th — the anniversary of a 
famous British defeat! 

Let me close by emphasising that the 
derogatory remarks made in this article are 
not directed at America or Americans, but 
only at those in Britain who have allowed 
themselves to be culturally colonised by 
America. There is much to admire in that 
country, and its achievements should quite 
properly be a source of pride to its own 
people. We British, on the other hand, should 
be focusing on our achievements and tradit- 
ions, which we should be celebrating in film, 
in music, in literature and every other form of 
cultural expression. When we begin to do so, 
more of us may realise the logical political 
road to which it points. 


The vaccination dilemma 


WHICH PARENT does not agonise over the 
issue of vaccinating their children? Most decide, 
anxiously and begrudgingly, to go ahead. But 
how many have fully considered the question? 

The easy option is to trust the ‘experts’, the 
medical establishment and the government, to go 
along like good obedient cattle for the treatment. 


Pro-vaccination propaganda is manipulative and — 


potent. It is a relentless hysterical barrage of biased 
information, designed to instil fear of the con- 
sequences of nonconformity. It is intended to rack 
with guilt anyone who dares to refuse innoculation. 
If you don’t ‘protect’ your child, it may well be 
killed or maimed by disease, and it will all be your 
fault — they tell you. It takes a strong will indeed, 
and a good deal of courage, to contemplate rejecting 
the prescribed programme. 

Parents are told that they should not be worried 
about the vaccinations for diptheria, whooping 
cough, tetanus, polio, measles, mumps, rubella and 
HIB (a kind of meningitis). Documents offered to 
them by the Heath Education Authority have always 
maintained that the procedure is almost totally safe 
and that side-effects are relatively minor and rare. 
Data for the slowing incidence of such diseases is 
used to demonstrate that immunisation has been 
wholly responsible for improved public health. 

The historical reality, however, is that most of 
these diseases had already been falling sharply in 


incidence and virulence, thanks to the substantial 
public health reforms of the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries. Clean water, good sanitation, proper 
housing and improved nutrition were the critical 
factors. 

In some respects, immunisation has probably 
speeded the decline of diseases; but it has also, in a 
number of cases, caused a disease to mutate into a 
more dangerous, flourishing form. 


ELLEN STRACHAN 
(young mother of five) 
writes of her concerns 


From April 1991, the authorities began finan- 
cial manipulation of doctors, through GP contracts, 
to increase the take-up rate for vaccininations. Large 
bonuses were offered if the required percentage of 
babies were innoculated. 

The Association of Parents of Vaccine-Damaged 
Children has heard cases of GPs actually striking 
some parents off their lists for refusing immun- 
isations. 

Recently there has been a scandal surrounding the 
MMR vaccine. To quote the Daily Telegraph of 
February 27th 1998: “‘British doctors have dis- 
covered a new bowel disease in children that they 


believe causes autism, and that could be triggered 
by vaccination for measles, mumps or rubella.”’ 

Studies at the Royal Free Hospital in Hampstead, 
London, produced results considered very sur- 
prising. Quoting the Telegraph again:- 

“‘The study, published today in The Lancet, says 

twelve children who had previously developed 

normally were given tests and scans. All had 
disorders of their intestines; nine had diagnoses of 
autism; and in eight the parents” or thé child’s GP 
said the changes in health and behaviour followed 

MMP vaccination in six days on average. 

“In another series of patients, 46 out of 48 children 

had the bowel and behaviour symptoms.”’ 

Dr. Jeremy Metters, Deputy Chief Medical 
Officer (the Chief is Sir Kenneth Calman) said that 
benefits of MMR vaccinations outweigh any side- 
effects. Professor Arie Zuckerman, Dean of the 
Royal Free Hospital Medical School, said: ‘‘It is 
absolutely essential to everyone that we do not dent 
the immunisation programme.”’ 

But the Sunday Telegraph Magazine of 12th 
April 1998 contained an article by Dr. James Le 
Fanu headlined: “‘If a child develops autism soon 
after having:a vaccine, it’s unlikely to be pure coin- 
cidence.”’ 

Dr. Le Fanu was commenting on the official 
response to the research mentioned above, con- 

Contd. overleaf 
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THE VACCINATION DILEMMA 


(Contd. from previous page) 


ducted by Dr. Andrew Wakefield at the Royal Free 
Hospital. He suggested that the medical estab- 
lishment had ulterior motives for pouring scorn on 
Dr. Wakefield’s findings by denouncing the study 
as ‘clinical anecdote’, and it has been added that it 
would happen by pure chance that some cases of 
autism would appear shortly after vaccinations. 


VACCINE IMPLICATED 


Dr. Le Fanu says that ‘typical’ autism is very 
different to the newly observed syndrome of 
‘regressive’ autism. ‘“The uniqueness of this new 
syndrome and its close temporal relation to the 
MMR,” he says, “‘strongly implicates the vaccine 
as a cause.”’ 

Dr. Le Fanu thinks it suspicious that the 
distinction between the two types of autism has not 
been made by the ‘experts’. 

“Typical autism,”’ he says, “‘is present from 
birth, but the diagnosis is not conclusive until the 
child is one or two. In ‘regressive’ autism, accord- 
ing to him, “‘normal children go backward in 
behaviour, losing their already acquired commun- 
ication skills.”’ 

Dr. Le Fanu thinks that the medical establish- 
ment has over-emphasised the potential danger of 
illnesses in a country where they are not really so 
dangerous. 

““Now the experts,’ he says, “‘having first 
exaggerated the danger of these diseases, have no 
alternative other than to minimise or dismiss any 
suggestions that immunisation might be harmful.’ 

He concludes that it is ‘‘scarcely surprising that 
parents should have such little confidence in the 
opinion of the experts.”’ 

Measles vaccine is linked with other conditions. 
Cultivated in an aborted human embryo, the live 
vaccine is reportedly linked to a fourfold risk of 
developing eczema and asthma. There is also a (far 
rarer) potential for this jab to trigger convulsions or 
neurological effects, including brain damage, 
varying from mild learning disability to death. 

Rubella vaccine is reported to cause short-. or 
long-term arthritis in one of five children. Appar- 
ently, the government informs the doctors of this in 
medical literature, but information given to parents 
merely talks of ‘‘mild and aching joints.”’ 

Studies have shown vaccinations to be linked to 
AIDS, leukemia and cancers. 

Polio vaccine has had negative effects which have 
consistently been under-reported or hushed up. 

There was an incident in the 1960s in which a 
batch of vaccine became contaminated with one of 
the earliest-known cancer-causing viruses, Simian 
Virus 40. The vaccine was being cultivated in 
money kidneys. The contaminated vaccine was 
administered to hundreds of thousands of people. 


WASTAGE 


The immune system is like a muscle. If it is not 
exercised, it wastes away. Normal childhood ill- 
nesses help to prime the immune system and are 
valuable. When measles, for example, is caught 
naturally, it is inhaled — a slow entry which allows 


Page 18 


Healthy children are equipped by nature with 
immune systems that are strengthened by 
exposure to common infantile diseases. 
Vaccination endangers the healthy (the vast 
majority) in order to nurture the unhealthy, 
and thus create a progressively weaker popu- 
lation. 


the body time to respond. The virus is finally 
eliminated by sneezing and coughing. 

Before the introduction of vaccines, parents used 
to send their children to play with others who had 
caught chicken pox, mumps, measles and other 
diseases, so that they could catch such things at the 
ideal moment. This way, the hurdle could be 
jumped in a controlled manner. The child’s immune 
system would mature naturally. 

When the vaccine is injected directly into the 
bloostream, it gains access to the major immune 
organs and tissues. It can stay for a long time, even 
permanently, incorporated within the genetic 
material of cells. The body repeatedly tries to 
expunge the foreign presence, leading to possible 
systematic weakening of the immune system. 

Rosemary Fox, of the Association of Parents of 
Vaccine-Damaged Children (APVDC) was involved 
in a damages case brought by the Loveday family 
in 1989. Their child had suffered brain damage 
following whooping cough vaccination. She said 
that the manufacturers of the vaccine, Wellcome, 
“‘were quite willing to spend at least £1 million 
‘helping’ the judge, as they put it, decide the issue, 
when they weren’t enjoined in the argument at all. 
Nobody was suing them, but they were so anxious 
to protect the name of the vaccine that they brought 
together dozens of ‘experts’ to say that it couldn’t 
possibly cause brain damage.”’ The judge concluded 
that he was not satisfied that the vaccine caused the 
damage, but he did not rule out the possibility. 

It is worth noting that the present Labour 
Government’s Committee on Toxicity in Food is 
domnated by representatives of the pharmaceutical 
industry, with five members sitting. Almost a third 
of the members have declared financial links with 
the Glaxo Wellcome company. MP Tessa Jowell’s 
brother is the head of Glaxo Wellcome’s medical 


and legal affairs. 

From these facts, much can reasonably be 
speculated regarding whether the government can be 
‘bought’ by giant corporations to promote their 
interests, even when these are antipathetical to 
public health. 


BENEFITS TO A MINORITY 


Just whom are the vaccinations supposed to 
protect in any case? The most strong and healthy 
people can overcome these diseases without so 
much as a symptom. The majority of children 
would have a time of discomfort, followed by total 
recovery. Only a tiny minority of weak, vulnerable 
children would be permanently affected, and of 
these a still smaller number would die. 

To protect this small minority, the rest of the 
population is bullied into having their babies’ 
beautiful new bodies injected with gruesome sub- 
stances. Healthy children are damaged by the 
vaccine. The strong are prevented from having 
having self-strengthening battles with diseases in 
order to protect the very few who could not 
survive. The effect on the population is to spread 
medical dependency and expose us all to new, more 
virulent, mutations of the original virus. If the weak 
do not die, according to the laws of natural 
selection, but instead procreate and spread their lack 
of resistance, the whole population is steadily 
weakened. This does no-one any good. Must this 
tragic scenario happen in the name of ‘humanit- 
arianism’? Must we all perish at the altar of 
‘equality’? Surely this is a far more cruel fate than 
for us to be subjected to nature’s quality controls! 

Regardless of what the reader’s position may be 
on this controversial point, the fact is that dangerous 
vaccines are anyway now being promoted for 
greedy financial reasons and not for liberal humanit- 
arian ones. Since when has a British Government 
been truly concerned about public welfare? The 
track record of one government after another in 
modern times is appalling in this regard. 


INACTION ON DRUGS AND 
OTHER HEALTH THREATS 


Drug abuse is commonplace and a threat not only 
to health but to the whole fabric of society. Yet this 
scourge is not tackled with the force required. Drug 
education in schools has been worse than a failure; 
the approach has in fact made youngsters who 
would never have contemplated taking drugs 
actually want to try them. Drug abuse is also 
closely related to mass immigration. In addition, 
some immigrants are a source of diseases such as 
hepatitis and drug-resistant TB, which look set to 
bankrupt the NHS. 

Sexually transmitted diseases are on a rapid 
increase. Described in the Daily Telegraph as the 
‘fertility time bomb’, the little-known infection 
Chlamydia is thought to have affected one third of 
35 to 45-year-olds. In young women up to the age 
of 25, the infection rate is between five and 15 per 
cent. It is responsible for up to 30 per cent of all 
infertility in women and 10 per cent in men. Not 
nearly enough is being done about this, such as in 
education in the deadly risks of promiscuity. Like 


addiction, school sex education subtly encourages 
harmful attitudes as secondary schoolchildren are 
virtually given an A to Z of what to do in bed (For 
some, VD is a lucrative business...). 

Next to nothing is being done about the pollution 
of our environment, causing further infertility, 
cancer, neurological diseases, and many others. The 


financial interests of the giant chemical corporations 
are factors at play here, of course. All'diése things 
are far greater risks to everyone than a bout of 
common childhood illness ever was. 

The greatest peril of all is that we are all the time 
being dictated to by governments which can be 
‘bought’ by the huge multi-national companies (as 


well as by businessmen like Rupert Murdoch, who 
may decide government policy towards China). No- 
one should trust the politicians dutifully to put the 
British people first. All of them have their noses in 
the trough of squalid self-interest. 

Against this background, to submit to the vaccin- 
ation programme seems just a leap of faith. 


NOT LONG AGO Channel Four TV 
screened a documentary entitled Hidden 
Hollywood, with a secondary title ‘Jews, 
Movies and the American Dream’. 
Based on Neil Gabler’s book How the 
Jews invented Hollywood (published in 
1989), this two-part programme took 
the viewer on a fascinating and 
incredibly candid trawl through early 
American cinema. Using old film 
footage and interviews with authors and 
academics, it told the story of the first 
studio bosses and movie moguls — 
formerly Yiddish-speaking Jewish 
immigrants from Eastern Europe. 
Ironically, if a Gentile went in for such 
frank coverage as was revealed in this 
programme he would no doubt be 
branded as a ‘racist’! 

Narrator Zoe Wanamaker opened the 
programme by announcing that:- 

““Modern America first saw light on the 

Hollywood screen. It was largely the 

product of six movie studios established 

in the 1920s by a group of Jewish immi- 

grants. One could really say that the 

American dream was born in Eastern 

Europe.”’ 


With this introduction, I was riveted to’ 
my TV set. The viewers were then given 
a list of moguls, their studios and their 
countries of origin. These were Louis B. 
Mayer (Russia), Samuel Goldwyn 
(Poland), The Warner Brothers (Poland), 
Carl Laemmle (Germany), Adolf Zukor 
and William Fox (both Hungary). 

The programme then went on to ridicule 
Thomas Edison and the other early film 
innovators: - 


‘*These old-stock Protestants cham- 
pioned a view of America where the 
white upper classes ruled and the 
immigrants knew their place. They 
produced racist films such as Birth of a 
Nation and The Klansman, which played 
on White America’s fear of racial 
intermixing.”’ 


So spat the narrator — to which I found 
myself thinking to myself: ‘‘Nothing 
wrong with that!’’ She then continued:- 


‘In 1908 Edison created the Producers’ 


HOLLYWOOD: A GLIMPSE 
BEHIND THE FACADE 


Trust, which declared a monopoly on 
film production. Seven years later he 
would lose that monopoly in the courts, 
but in 1912, to escape Edison and the 
goons he sent to enforce his control of 
the industry, the future moguls headed 
west, to the orange groves of California. 
By 1920 they had set up their own 
studios.”’ 


Media 
historian 
Alijean 
Harmartz 
then re- 
marked: 
I’m not 
sure there was an American dream before 
the moguls created the images.’’ We were 
then told by the narrator: ‘‘In the 1920s 
and 1930s movie houses became the 
temples to the new Hollywood religion.’’ 
Then a professor, Les Friedman, made 
some startling revelations about the early 
promotion of miscegenation, and I quote: 
‘‘The whole notion that early Hollywood 
pins itself on is intermarriage. The whole 
idea of inter-ethnic romance fascinated 
them.’’ A very perceptive comment by 


_ Prof. Friedman. By the way, it appeared 


from the commentary that many of the 
moguls divorced their Jewish first wives 
and married younger, more attractive and 
socially acceptable Gentile women. 


Influence on music 


Next, the programme informed 
us of the Jewish influence on 
music:- 


‘The Hollywood Jews may have 
wanted to marry into White Amer- 
ica, but when it came to music 
Jewish composers looked to Black 
America. Harold Arlen, son of a 
Cantor and the liturgical singer in a 
synagogue, became one of the fore- 
most popularisers of the Blues.’’ 


Samuel Goldwyn, seen here (left) 
greeting Florenz Ziegfeld in Holly- 
wood. Goldwyn was one of the 
really big Jewish film moguls. 


And it continued:- 


“In creating the great movie 
musicals, Hollywood adapted the 
Broadway musical, an original 
American art form, almost wholly 
invented by fellow Jews.”’ 


Friedman was later interviewed again 
and he stated:- 


Channel Four programme reveals 
perhaps more than it intends. 
BOB ANDREWS reports. 


‘‘Almost all the wrting pairs that have 
come to epitomise Broadway have been 
Jewish, be it Lerner & Lowe, Rogers & 
Hammerstein, Jerome Kerr, etc.’’ 


The narrator amusingly observed that 
Irving Berlin’s contribution to quintess- 
ential tear-jerking Gentile classics, such as 
God Bless America, Easter Parade and 
White Christmas, were second to none. 
Closing the first part of the programme, 
Miss Wanamaker told us how early 
Hollywood promoted the black race:- 


‘“‘Hollywood moguls took a different 

view of African Americans than that of 

pre-Jewish Gentile film-makers. The 
Contd. overleaf 


HOLLYWOOD: A GLIMPSE 
BEHIND THE FACADE 


(Contd. from previous page) 


Hollywood Jews wanted to be accepted 
as Americans. Their pictures advocated 
assimilation — not just for Jews but for 
everyone.”’ 


Having watched this, I could hardly 
believe that such revelations were being 
made. Although most racial nationalists 
have been privy to this information for 
decades, this was the first time in British 
broadcasting history, to my knowledge, 
that such factual evidence had been 
exposed to the public at large. I promptly 
set my video recorder for the titilating 
second instalment. 


THEME OF ‘ASSIMILATION’ 


‘Assimilation’ began the theme of the 
second programme. The narrator began by 
saying:- 

‘‘Jewish immigrants who created Holly- 

wood reinvented themselves in an image 

of America of their own making. They 
joked that hey had gone from Poland to 
polo in one generation.”’ 


‘Often the first thing they discarded was 
their Jewish names. After this message 
had come over clearly, we were then 
given a roll call of actors and actresses 
whose names were changed by the 
studios: Lauren Bacall (Betty Persky), 
Danny Kaye (David Kaminsky), Kirk 
Douglas (Issur Danielovich Demsky), just 
to name a few. Some of Hollywood’s 
leading Jews openly espoused assimilation 
and the literal mixing of different bloods 
(except their own of course) as the 
American ideal. They called for the 
creation of a new human type, liberated 
from the past. Sounds familiar in a latter- 
day context, doesn’t it? 

At this point, the film moguls may have 
concluded that their transformation from 
Eastern Europeans into Americans was 
complete, but history intervened to remind 
them of their origins. This was in the 
form of World War II. 

In 1939 a group of stars and producers 
risked their celebrity status to speak out 
against Hitler, and openly advocated boy- 
cotting German products. Harry Warner 
made an anti-fascist speech to the 
American Legion. In response to all this, 
Joseph P. Kennedy (father of JFK) 
convened a secret meeting in Los Angeles 
with the moguls. He told them that 
American Jews would be blamed if the US 
was dragged into war with Germany. He 
warned them to stop agitating against 
Nazism. Gabler, who was interviewed 
extensively throughout the documentary, 
said:- 

‘‘The Second World War was a 

wonderful time for the Hollywood Jews. 

It gave them the chance to make 

patriotic movies, which extolled 

American values and depicted 
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SENATOR McCARTHY 
Much maligned by the ‘liberal’ media for 
his efforts to weed out communists and 
fellow travellers in the motion picture 
industry, he has been vindicated more 
than forty years later by revelations of 
their deep involvement and their use of 
the huge influence they enjoyed to brain- 
wash filmgoers with left-wing propa- 
ganda. 


minorities, Blacks and Jews, as all fighting 
together on the same side.”’ 


The narrator added:- 


‘*A democratic state could not send 
minorities, immigrants and the poor to 
die for an America which excluded 
them. So if the enemy was fascist, the 
American Army had to be portrayed as 
caring and sharing.”’ 


Miss Harmartz concluded on this topic:- 


‘‘They depicted equal opportunity fox- 

holes. If you look back at those movies, 
there’s always one Jewish character and 
one Black. The Army was not integrated 


spent in one go. 


the political system! 


Remember the BNP in your will! 


We wish all our readers a long life, but none of us can stay on this earth for 
ever. Have you thought about how you can help our cause when you are gone? 
The British National Party has benefited immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party a regular income, rather than being 


except in films, and the Office of War 
Information was very eager to keep our 
enemies from making capital out of any 
sort of racial tension in the ranks.”’ 


Intriguingly, this seems to echo what’s 
happening in the British Army right now! 


INVESTIGATIONS 


The final subject of the programme was 
the investigations by the House of Un- 
American Activities Committee (HUAAC) 
in the early 1950s. The narrator opened 
with the words:- 


‘*To the moguls’ suprise, powerful men 
in Washington saw Hollywood’s 
patriotism as nothing more than thinly 
disguised communism. With the advent 
of the Cold War, the HUAAC began 
persecuting Hollywood for its populist 
and pro-Soviet films, which the 
Roosevelt administration had encouraged 
to be made during the war.”’ 


The cleansing of the motion picture 
industry’s more extreme intellectual 
socialist script writers and directors had 
begun, but the reality was that the 
industries’ creative input from then on 
became more subtle but nonetheless 
morally destructive. In the programme 
there was then shown period footage of 
the trials, chaired by John Rankin, 
described as a ‘vicious anti-semite’. 
Rankin was quoted as using communism 
as a euphemism for Judaism, saying: “‘It 
is the curse of the ages, and cannot live 
side by side with Christianity.”’ 

The series finished with the narrator 
announcing, in accompaniment to a 
fanfare of sentimental pseudo-patriotic 
American musical themes and images:- 

‘‘The moguls are gone but their vision 

survives. The America of Edison and 

Rankin has given way to an alien 

ideology. It is isn’t the communism or 

Judaism that the gentile élite once 

feared; it’s Americanism as defined by 

the new global religion: Holly- 
woodism!”’ 


This last phrase left me utterly stone 
cold. 


Why not become one of these benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, make 
sure you do not die intestate and let the proceeds of your estate go to prop up 


It is natural that if you have a family you should wish to provide for it in the 
event of your death, but nevertheless you may like to set aside something for 
the BNP as well. On the other hand, if you have no next of kin there is all the 
more reason for ensuring that the cause gets something after you have departed. 

A local solicitor will tell you all you need to do, but if you want advice over any 
specific matter concerning the bequeathing of money or other assets to the party 
please write to us at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


DIALOGUE WITH THE 
COUNTRYSIDE ALLIANCE 


Last month, the Labour Party, worried stiff about the likely embarrassment of having a huge 
demonstration of country people spoiling its party conference at Bournemouth, tried to blacken the 
organisers of the demonstration, the Countryside Alliance, by alleging that the Alliance had been infiltrated 
by the British National Party. What the Alliance should have done was issue a straightforward and perfectly 
truthful ‘No’ without any additional trimmings. This is probably how most Alliance members would have 
wished it to react. But instead, its Chief Executive Richard Burge chose to make a quite unnecessary public 
attack on the BNP, stating at the same time that he had written an indignant letter to party leader John 
Tyndall condemning the BNP. Mr. Tyndall did indeed receive the letter, which we reprint below. 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 


There has recently been speculation in the 
press that the British National Party or its 
members may try to join the Countryside 
Alliance’s Campaign for Hunting’s demon- 
stration at the Labour Party Conference in 
Bournemouth on 28 September. I understand 
that your press officer, Nick Griffin, has 
subsequently stated that you have no intention 


of making such an attempt. 

I would like to reiterate that the Countryside 
Alliance and its members have no sympathy 
with the views of the BNP, and that your 
organisation is not welcome at Bournemouth 
or at any future Countryside Alliance demon- 
strations. 

Rural people are — not unlike some other 
groups in this country of whose rights you 


appear to disapprove — in a minority. We are 
calling for the majority to show understanding 
and tolerance towards their way of life. The 
intolerant stance of the British National Party 
towards other minorities is therefore utterly at 
odds with our whole philosophy. 


Yours sincerely 
Richard Burge 
Chief Executive 


JOHN TYNDALL’S REPLY TO ALLIANCE CHIEF 


Dear Mr. Burge, 


I am in receipt of your letter of the 
22nd September, which, if I may say so, 
strikes me as somewhat of an ‘over-the- 
top’ reaction to recent press publicity 
concerning the Countryside Alliance and 
the BNP. 

It should have been quite sufficient to 
your purposes when a statement was 
made by our press officer denying the 
allegations made by certain newspapers 
concerning attempted BNP infiltration of 
your demonstration at Bournemouth. 

You might, in addition, have said to 
the press that the Countryside Alliance is 
not connected with the British National 
Party — a dissociation with which we 
would have been quite happy and which 
we would ourselves have made in the 
same circumstances. There was no need 
whatever for attacks on the BNP, whether 
made publicly to the press or to me in 
your recent correspondence. 

When you state that ‘‘the Countryside 
Alliance and its members have no 
sympathy with the views of the BNP,”’ I 
would suggest that it would have been 
better for you to speak solely for yourself 
and not attempt to associate all your 
members with what are essentially your 
own personal opinions. I say this because 
when contingents of BNP members 
attended the huge procession through 
London organised by the Alliance in 
March last year and gave out party 
literature to those present, it certainly 
was not their impression that the reaction 
was generally hostile. On the contrary, it 
was to a great extent supportive. 

I should like, while writing, to take you 
up on one or two of the other points 


brought up in your letter — which 
generally betray an ignorance of the BNP 
which I suggest stems from your 
neglecting ever to ascertain what we 
actually stand for before making knee- 
jerk public denunciations of us. 

First, your assertion that we disapprove 
of the rights of other minority groups in 
this country. If, as I take it, you are 
referring to ethnic minorities, you may be 
surprised to hear that we believe that the 
members of those minorities, while still in 
Britain, should have the same rights as 
anyone else — with regard to education, 
medical services, treatment under the 
law, and much else. 

But that is not all. There are other 
reasons why country dwellers in Britain, 
far from having ‘no sympathy’ with the 
views of the BNP, should and do find its 
policies especially attractive. One is our 
commitment to the protection of the 
British Farmer by a ban on the imports 
of foreign food products which have 
delivered many farming communities in 
this country to ruin — this going hand in 
hand with our pledge to withdraw Britain 
from the European Union, membership of 
which has also had appalling conse- 
quences for British farming, fisheries and 
country life generally. 

In addition to these economic policy 
reforms, there is another way in which 
the BNP — and the BNP alone — has 
something of great value to offer the 
British countryside and its people. By a 
gradual and phased repatriation of the 
ethnic minorities, we will remove some of 
the major problems in urban areas of 
Britain which are currently causing 
people to move from those areas to the 


country in the millions — thus creating a 
demand for extra housing’ which will 
result in the concreting of a vast portion 
of our precious green field sites. Yet the 
other parties, who condemn our policy of 
Britain for the British as ‘racist’, can 
offer no other practical alternative to this 
appalling prospect of rural despoilation. 
Can you? 

I do not suggest for one moment, Mr. 
Burge, that the Countryside Alliance 
could, or should, give public endorsement 
to the BNP — notwithstanding the benefit 
its policies would bring to the country- 
side. I realise that your task is to mobilise 
the greatest possible number of country 
people so as to make ‘the strongest 
possible impact both on the politicians 
and on public opinion, and this means 
distancing your organisation from issues 


that might otherwise divide your 
followers. On this matter we have no 
quarrel. 


But I see no need whatsoever for the 
Countryside Alliance to be implicated in 
pointless condemnations of the BNP 
which, among other things, misrepresent 
its true objectives with regard not only to 
country matters but also to wider 
questions of national concern. 

Just as the cobbler should stick to his 
last, may I suggest that you confine 
yourself to the country issues that are 
your proper province, and not venture 
beyond to engage in wild attacks on 
others in respect of political aims of 
which you neither are acquainted nor 
have any proper understanding. 


Yours sincerely 
JOHN TYNDALL 
British National Party 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: John Tyndall’s article ‘Lessons in 
diversion’ (July issue) reminded me of a 
very important object lesson which | was 
taught by veteran nationalist Brian Callow 
in the early 1980s. Brian had taken my 
brother and me in our youth to a New 
Britain Party meeting convened in the 
front room of a very smart house in 
Southend in order to hear the party leader 
speak. Just as today’s UKIP provides 
disgruntled voters with a safety valve 
against the EU, the New Britain Party 
performed a similar function then for 
those concerned about mass immigration. 

Of course, the New Britain Party offered 
no real opposition to the Establishment’s 
race policies. Indeed, the party’s stated 
modus operandi was to play things down, 
just like their later UKIP counterparts, in 
order to appear moderate and respectable. 

However, as Brian Callow told the 
meeting, one had to be true to one’s own 
convictions, otherwise the battle would 
be lost before it was started. It would be 
impossible to persuade members recruited 
on the strength of a heavily diluted immig- 
ration policy to adopt later a policy which 
was supposed to have been the party’s 
raison d’étre. Interestingly, that party too 
supported the free-market economic 
policies which contributed to the problem 
in the first place. 

First and foremost, we must remain 
true to ourselves and our convictions. 
Without that, we have no future. Hence 
we must not be afraid to grasp the nettle 
of Race and Nation. 

MALVERN TIPPING 
Halesworth, Suffolk 


SIR: | was very pleased to hear recently 
that the American eugenicist Arthur 
Jensen was visiting this country to 
address a gathering of academics in 
London. How did | hear this? By reading 
an article about it by journalist Mary 
Riddell in the Daily Mail of the 17th 
September. 

Miss Riddell’s headline — a huge one 
stretching over two pages — said: “‘Is 
this man truly the world’s most loathsome 
scientist?’’ The article following made it 
clear that, in the opinion of the writer, he 
(Jensen) qualified for that title. 

Now Miss Riddell is quite entitled to 
disagree with Professor Jensen’s racial 
views, but what she has no right to do is 
describe him as ‘loathsome’. But that is 
the liberal ‘tolerance’ to which we are all 
accustomed these days. 

For myself, | would like to nominate 
Mary Riddell for the title of the world’s 
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most loathsome newspaper writer. 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Once again, the BBC has ‘advised’ us 
(BBC News, 17th September) of the ‘out- 
of-date’ attitude of the Church of England 
towards remarrying divorced people in 
church (by ‘out of date’ they mean 
politically incorrect). 

Oh yes, and just to rub the message in 
a little bit further, the couple they showed 
‘getting married’ in a well-posed ‘rehear- 
sal’ were — you've guessed it — a black 
man and a white woman! 
PAUL SNELL 
lIkkeston, Derbyshire 


SIR: | am a loyal British Protestant from 
Ulster, and | feel | must put pen to paper 
and write about my sheer anger and 
disgust at the latest show of flabbiness 
by this Labour Government. The Govern- 
ment appears to be giving its approval to 
the ‘Patten Report’, which calls for a 
complete reorganisation of the Royal 
Ulster Constabulary which will, in effect, 
amount to the elimination of the RUC as 
we have known it. 

The plan is to drop the ‘Royal’ from the 
Constabulary’s name, get rid of the oath 
of allegiance to the British Crown and 
outlaw the flying of the Union Jack from 
police stations — all just to please the 
republicans. The badge also must go, 
with its Crown as a symbol of Ulster’s 
British heritage. 

In addition to all this, it is likely that the 
Sinn Fein/IRA crowd will be sitting on 
police boards, which are involved in the 
everyday running of the RUC. 

Part of the plan is that the RUC will be 
forced to recruit more Catholics — which 
conveniently forgets that the main reason 
why Catholics have been few in numbers 
in the past is the intimidation of their 
families by the IRA. 

It makes me utterly sick to think of the 
men, women and children who have died 
in Ulster — and on the Mainland — at the 
hands of these murdering bastards, and 
all for nothing! 

This Government has permitted a 
country where ethnic cleansing is taking 
place on a regular basis and where 
murdering terrorists walk freely from jails 
and can even be voted into government 
without handing in one gun or bullet, 
where loyalty is a crime, where the 
majority cannot show their nationality in 
case it offends. This is a country where 
terrorism pays! 

To the people of Britain, | say that we 
need an entirely new kind of government: 
a government with backbone, which 
listens to its people and has a comm- 
itment to defeat terrorism by all means 
necessary. In other words, we need the 
BNP. Thank you BNP for giving me hope 
of belonging to a great nation once again, 
and hope for a better future for my 
children! 

CHRIS ELAND 
Carlisle, Cumbria 


Lo@® titvetrs 


SIR: The abysmally low turn-outs of 
voters in Hamilton and Wigan in the 
recent by-elections underline the growing 
disillusionment in Britain with politics and 
politicians. 

Some of this was highlighted by Paul 
Johnson in an article in the Daily Mail 
(September 25th) in which he spoke of 
the mood of the British public as 
symbolised by the words of an imaginary 
man in the street — imaginary but by no 
means untypical: ‘’ ‘It’s all a con, isn’t it? . 
Democracy’s a fraud. It doesn’t make any 
difference how you vote. ‘They’ take the 
decisions.’ ”’ 

Johnson went on to say:- 


“’So the nation slumbers. Or turns its 
back on politics. That is a sign of well- 
being. But it is not a healthy sign. 

‘Public life is too important to be left to 

the politicians. They are indeed a poor 

lot, and growing poorer — | don’t mean 

financially (they are doing very well, 

thank you) but in spirit, and intellect, and 

sense of service. 

“‘Tutors at leading Oxbridge colleges, 

once the great breeding ground of 

political leaders, tell me it is rare for their 

best pupils to plan a political career. 

“The quality of our politicians has already 

fallen sharply. In nearly half a century of 

following politics, | do not remember 

such a paucity of serious talent.” 

In the short term, this kind of phen- 
omenon presents serious problems to 
those trying to get things moving and 
bring improvement to our political life. But 
this does not worry me too much. | have 
always believed in the old maxim that, in 
some areas, things have to get worse 
before they get better. We need the 
present system to become utterly dis- 
credited before there is the necessary 
national consensus for radical change. In 
the long term, | believe that nationalists 
can only benefit from the present disill- 
usionment and apathy — as long as we 
do not allow those things to affect us! 
JOHN BAILEY 
Nottingham 


SIR: According to recent reports, Ronald 
Reagan tried when a young man to join 
the US Communist Party but was turned 
down because he was regarded as a 
‘feather brain’. 

Yet this man later became president of 
the United States. 

Bill Clinton, on the other hand, has 
something of a brain but is of such low 
character he qualifies to be termed a 
moral degenerate. 

And now he’s president! 

Just what are we to think of a political 
system which allows people like these to 
attain the highest national offices? 

And it isn’t really any different here in 
Britain. How many of the present crop of 
government ministers, let alone MPs, 
would get more than mediocre marks in 
an 10 test? And from how many would 
you buy a second-hand car? 

GERRY MARTIN 
Worcester 


FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0374 454893) 


P.O. BOX 117, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DW 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
-£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic _ historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 
CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 


The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on 
the envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 117 
Welling 
Kent DA16 3DW 


New titles are marked with stars *« 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many differ-ent authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fillimportant gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of 
the policies of the party. The party reserves 
the right to differ with some of the authors 
over some parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examine*ion of some of the facts of recent 


A book 
about 
the 
deliberate 
supp- 
ression 
of free 
speech 
in alleg- 
edly 
‘demo- 
cratic’ 
Aust- 
ralia (see 
this 
page) 


THE CASE FOR 


= 


The selective censorship of history and free speech. 


by NIGEL JACKSON 


history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
Cont. overleaf 
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linger. 1996, 149pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ’’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 


GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and social justice with great 
relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


-HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University.-A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independént farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (Institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 
MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
_by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
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Very inter- 
esting update 
on the same 
author’s 
better-known 
book The 
Dispossessed 
Majority. Full 
of useful 
facts on US 
and world 
politics (see 
this page) | 


VENTILATIONS 
ay 


Wilmot Robertson 


rep. 1992, 73pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The: Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 


that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British nationalists too. 1997, 250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 
STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS= £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt 
slavery and destructive economics. 1998, 
337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL-— 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
32Qpp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. : 
1982, 904pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 


Where We Stand 
An abridged statement of BNP policies. 30p 
post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p 
post-free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p 
post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 


many parts of the country to the point of 


collapse. 

The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’, comment, this dis- 
gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 
Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 

Other publ.city items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 


Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend . 


British Fishermen and British Countryman, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 0374 454893 for details. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November ‘97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January '97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 


Rally ‘95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. 


Rally '94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s 
economic and political independence. Every 
issue brings you shocking reports of events 
hushed up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. BN also sets out in plain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 
Send three first-class stamps for 
sample copy and subscription details 
and write to: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes 


.most enquirers commit themselves to the 


BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 
interest, is thorough regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 
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East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 


minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


Rally ‘95. Tape-recording of the BNP Annual 

Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. 

Hear speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 

Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 

William Pierce and John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p 
p&p. 

BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by~ 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 

century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 

Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the . 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 

£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 
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EXCELLENT MIDLANDS SUMMER CAMP 


After the success of this Summer’s A good time was had by all. A shot of some 


Renaissance Family Day in July, BNP _—_&f the campers with their children at 

Mid-Staffs Organiser Neil Phillips Cannock Forest. 

decided to organise a Family Camp for 

the 4th and 5th September. the parents were setting up the tents, all 
The campers were lucky with the the children were soon mixing and 

weather. Glorious sunshine welcomed playing together. In the evening, every- 

nearly a dozen families who were in one gathered together and held a BBQ, 

attendance. The camp was located ona _feasting on burgers, sausages, chops, 

first-class site on the edge of Cannock etc. For the adults this was washed 


Chase. On the Saunas afternoon while down with some fine beers. This went 
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down with some fine beers. This went 
on into the small hours. 

After a delicious cooked breakfast on 
Sunday morning, everybody got together 
for a walk in the beautiful Cannock 
Forest. The scenery from the hills was 
breathtaking. 

At Sunday lunchtime, as everyone 
packed up their belongings for the 
journey home, it was decided to make 
the camp an annual event. There was no 
doubt that this was another successful 
Renaissance activity. 


Good Day of Action 
in Eastern Counties 


The Norfolk village of Emneth was 
leafleted in blanket fashion by BNP 
members last month, the members 
coming from Peterborough and 
Grantham and further afield. At the 
village store, members signed a 
petition on behalf of the BNP in 
support of local farmer Tony Martin, 
currently awaiting trial for defending 
his home against criminal scavengers. 
With the villagers sick of invasions by 
burglars, BNP leaflets and copies of 
British Nationalist and British 
Countryman were warmly welcomed. 

Nearby Wisbech was visited next. 
Once a tranquil town, it now has the 
third worst crime rate in Britain and is 
plagued by asylum-seekers and ‘trav- 
ellers’. A young lady member inter- 
viewed an aquaintance of victim 
farmer Tony Martin for the BNP Media 
Monitoring Unit prior to the team 
distributing many leaflets around the 
town. 

Final call of a hectic day was the 
once proud market town of March, in 
Cambridgeshire. March now suffers 
from ‘social engineering’ and 
‘resettled’ paedophiles from nearby 
Whitemoor Prison. At a pre-arranged 
meeting, Team One handed out 
quantities of the BNP anti-paedophile 
leaflets to a second team of activists, 
who were eager to begin that protest 
campaign the same evening. 

The whole activity was a triumph 
for nationalist networking throughout | 
the area, aided by some excellent new 
recruits and motivated supporters 
supplying vital local knowledge and 
information to the BNP. A press 
release on the day’s successful 
operations was faxed to the region’s 
newspapers and radio stations. 


B.N.P. MEMBERS: Remember that it is now 
getting near the time for subscription renewals. 
The rate is still the same: £20, with 50 per 
cent discounts for OAPs, students and unem- 
ployed. Why not get off your 2000 sub now? 


RAMSGATE 


BNP campaigns against Kosovan influx 


A team of about 20 BNP activists from 
Kent and South London visited Ramsgate 
(Kent) for a weekend activity at the end of 
August directed at opposing the huge and 
uncontrolled influx of Kosovan refugees into 
the area. 

As many will know, the arrival of the 
refugees has caused a great deal of ill- 
feeling in the Kent coastal towns immed- 
iately adjacent to Dover, where many of 
them are coming in. There have been 
regular fights with local youths, which 
seems to be the pattern wherever the 
Kosovans settle. Neither government nor 
local authorities have shown the slightest 
sympathy with local people’s concerns, 
airily dismissing them as ‘racism’ — though 
in fact they originate mainly in resentment 
at the red carpet facilities that are being 
made available to the Kosovans while many 
locals themselves, in Kent as in other areas 
of Kosovan settlement, are going short of 
essential social services. 

The BNP team handed out about 2,000 
copies of a leaflet, produced locally and 
specially focused on the Kosovan refugee 
issue. The reaction of the townspeople was 
extremely favourable, and within a very 


Your letters: 
thanks once again! 


For the second month running, John Tyndall 
would like to thank all those who have sent in 
supportive letters to him concerning the BNP 
leadership contest. As we promised readers last 
month, the September issue would be the last 
in which any contentious public discussion of 
this matter would be featured in the columns of 
Spearhead. We are therefore not publishing 
any of the letters on the subject subsequently 
received. This does not mean, however, that 
they are not greatly appreciated. 

Because of the volume of the letters, we 
must again ask readers to bear with us if 
personal replies are not sent in all cases. Mr. 
Tyndall is currently having to cope with a huge 
backlog of correspondence, occasioned in the 
first place by the Euro Election and intensifed 
by the events that followed. As soon as 
possible, he will answer those particular letters 
raising questions that call for answers. With 
regard to the remainder, it is hoped that this 
message of thanks will suffice. 


Mr. GEORGE JEFFREY 


Following our report last month in which it 
was stated that Mr. George Jeffrey, chairman 
and managing director designate of Right Image, 
had been made bankrupt for a sum of £2-3 
million, we have been informed by Mr. Jeffrey 
that the sum was in fact in the region of £8,000. 
The original figure was based on a statement to 
that effect by Mr. Jeffrey to a mutual acquain- 
tance, from whom it was passed on to us. 


short time of the event eight membership 
enquiries had been received. This under- 
lines the fact, repeatedly stated at party 
seminars, that leaflets with a local stamp 
and addressed to topical issues of local 


concern are the ones which draw the best 
response from the public. 

All in all, this day of action, led by Kent 
Regional Organiser Mike Easter, was an 
outstanding success. 


MORE ARTICLES AND REPORTS NEEDED 


As most readers will know, Spearhead publisher 


John Tyndall resumed editorship of the magazine 
with effect from the August issue after some three 
years in which editorial and production duties had 
been performed by Nick Griffin. 

. It is Mr. Tyndall’s wish eventually to find a 
new editor and production manager, but more of 
this anon. 

For the moment, we want readers to know that 
we are most anxious to receive more articles for 
publication. We want to keep up as high 
standards as we can with our magazine, but this 
depends very much on the regular availability of 
articles of a good quality, which can be printed 
with the minimum of editorial amendment. The 


Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the 
purpose of raising money for the British National Party. Membership 
is open to all persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to 
contribute a minimum of £20 each month to the party's funds. 

Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them 
of progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their 
donations are required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of 
charge, an annual club dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their 
initial 20 contribution, to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
Remittances may be made out to the BNP or the Welling Club. 


latter is time-consuming — quite apart from our 
natural wish, and those of our contributers, that 
the articles as published are subject to the very 

minimum of change. 

It will help greatly if articles sent in are 
accompanied by illustration, preferably photo- 
graphic; but there are instances when drawings 
would be appropriate. 

We would also appreciate receiving reports of 
all important British National Party activities from 
around the country. To ensure these arrive in time 
to meet printer’s deadlines, please endeavour to 
have them with us not later than the 18th of the 
month prior to that of publication. Please also 
send photographs with the reports. 


ELECTION REPLACEMENT FUND 
Target 25,000: £23,410 still needed! 


Last month, a total of £1,180.00 was received in contributions to the British National 
Party’s Election Replacement Fund. This was something of an improvement of the 
previous month’s figure. It adds up to a total of £1,590.00 received so far, leaving 


£23,410.00 still to be raised. 


It was necessary to launch the Election Replacement Fund to compensate for heavy 


drawings that the party made from a reserve fund to meet expenses involved in this year’s 
Euro Election. Eventually, these expenses ran some considerable way ahead of what it 
was possible to raise through the normal Euro Fund. In addition, further drawings were 
necessary to meet routine running expenses, for which there was a considerable shortfall 
in income due to the demands of the Euro campaign. 

It is important now to replace the money drawn from this reserve fund, which was 
invested in a building society. The party regularly used money from the interest on this 
investment but had not, up to this year, drawn on any of the capital. This interest made 
a vital contribution to the meeting of regular bills. 

Hence the Election Replacement Fund, with the stated target of £25,000. We hope 
very much that supporters will contribute generously so that this target may shortly be 
achieved, while at the same time the party will have sufficient funds in its current account 
to be able to meet its commitments over the remainder of the present year and next year. 

Donations should be made out to the British National Party and marked ‘Election 
Replacement Fund’, then sent to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Receipts will 
only be sent for contributions of £10.00 or over unless specifically requested, in which 
case SAE would be appreciated. 


Who 


comes 
first — 
this old 
lady or 
the Third 
World? 


This ailing old lady is luckier that. many others in her position. She has managed to 
obtain a hospital bed to get the treatment she needs. Not so with vast numbers of British 
folk, old and not so old, who are still on an ever-lengthening waiting list while the 
National Health Service, paid for by our insurance contributions, descends into further 
chaos. 


But while these vital services have been grinding down, British Governments, both 
Labour and Tory, have felt able to lavish money on the ever-bankrupt nations of the so- 
called ‘Third World — the present figure amounting to approximately 2 billion a year! 


To many ‘bleeding-heart’ liberals, propping up corrupt Third-World régimes takes a 
higher priority than looking after needy people in our own country. 


Are you fed up with seeing this happen? Then your place is with the British National 
Party, whose policy is summed up in these simple words:- 


PUT THE BRITISH PEOPLE FIRST! 


For more information on the British 
National Party, write and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary, 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


Tel. 0374 454893 


You may use a photocopy or a plain piece of paper if 
you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 
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